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NOMINATION OF HON. THOMAS C. DORR TO 
BE UNDER SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 
FOR RURAL DEVELOPMENT AND TO BE A 
MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF 
THE COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 27, 2005, 

U.S. Senate,, 

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, 

Washington, DC. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:37 a.m., in room 
328A, Russell Senate Office Building, Hon. Saxby Chambliss, 
[Chairman of the Committee], presiding. 

Present or submitting a statement: Senators Chambliss, Cole- 
man, Crapo, Grassley, Harkin, Nelson and Salazar. 

STATEMENT OF HON. SAXBY CHAMBLISS, A U.S. SENATOR 

FROM GEORGIA, CHAIRMAN, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 

NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY 

The Chairman. The committee will come to order and we are 
pleased to be here this morning to welcome the President’s choice 
for Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development, Mr. 
Thomas Dorr of Iowa. 

Mr. Dorr, welcome to the committee this morning. 

This will be the second hearing for Mr. Dorr. The first hearing 
occurred on March 6, 2002, and everybody should have a copy of 
the transcript of that hearing before them, as well as the subse- 
quent questions proposed by members of the committee and the an- 
swers thereto. 

I believe Mr. Dorr is well-qualified for the position that he is 
being nominated for by the President. The rural development mis- 
sion for the Department of Agriculture is extremely important. My 
colleagues and I have highlighted the need to provide new eco- 
nomic opportunities for farmers and ranchers across the United 
States. Rural America has been at a crossroads for some time. The 
old ways of doing business in farm country are not quite applicable 
to the information age and modern agricultural markets. 

Having practiced law in South Georgia for over 26 years, I am 
intimately familiar with the challenges facing farmers and ranch- 
ers every day. We need leadership at the Department that can 
bring real-world experience to Government programs. Mr. Dorr is 
a powerful thinker and he has already demonstrated his ability to 
bring sound and well-established business principles to USDA. 

( 1 ) 
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Mr. Dorr, I believe you have been at USDA now for the last 30 
months, both as a recess appointee and most recently as an adviser 
to the Secretary. 

The position of Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Develop- 
ment has been vacant for some time. It is simply unacceptable in 
my view to let such a critical mission area remain open while Con- 
fess and this committee spend time on past issues that will have 
little or no relevance to the duties of the position. In the meantime, 
housing, business, telecommunications and utilities programs are 
without consistent and determined leadership. 

I believe the President has made a fine choice in Mr. Dorr. This 
committee has already held an exhaustive hearing in March of 
2002, and the witness has spent more than 4 hours testifying and 
additional hours answering written questions. We know more 
about Thomas Dorr now than probably any nominee that has come 
before this committee. I believe we should move forward and con- 
firm Mr. Dorr. 

Since working at the Department Mr. Dorr has been a leader at 
rural development and an important adviser to Secretaries 
Veneman and Johanns. In his time at USDA Mr. Dorr has focused 
on outcomes rather than outputs, improved outreach and employee 
customer service, and enhanced the business practices of the coop- 
erative programs. Mr. Dorr understands the needs of rural America 
because he is from rural America. 

We must complete this process expeditiously. Senators must and 
should be heard regarding their concerns, and substantive informa- 
tion should be brought before the committee for consideration. 

I look forward to the proceedings and will look upon any new in- 
formation with interest. 

Having said that, I also believe that the job Mr. Dorr has done 
at the Department since being nominated by the President 4 years 
ago is certainly more important than events from 10 years ago that 
have been thoroughly investigated, not only by this committee but 
by the USDA Inspector General. 

Mr. Dorr, welcome again to the committee. We look forward to 
your testimony. 

I would now like to ask my good friend, the distinguished rank- 
ing Democratic member of the committee. Senator Harkin, if he 
has any opening remarks? 

STATEMENT OF HON. TOM HARKIN, A U.S. SENATOR FROM 

THE STATE OF IOWA, RANKING MEMBER, COMMITTEE ON 

AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY 

Senator Harkin. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I want 
to thank you for holding this hearing today, and thank you for the 
courtesies that you have shown not only to me but to our side of 
the aisle. 

This hearing fulfills our committee responsibility to review nomi- 
nees carefully. It is no secret that I have major concerns about this 
nominee, and I intend to inquire into these matters at this hearing. 
You are correct, we had an extensive hearing record in March of 
2002. However, there had been subsequent letters and findings and 
things that have not been put in the record which I will put in the 
record during this hearing today. 
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Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that so many problems have 
arisen regarding the nomination of a fellow Iowan. This is not a 
joyful thing for me to do, especially when it is a fellow Iowan and 
especially when I know that my colleague. Senator Grassley, is a 
strong supporter of this nominee, and I assume a friend of this 
nominee, and Senator Grassley knows I have the highest esteem 
and friendship toward him, and so this is not something that I take 
any joy in doing. However, I feel that we do have a responsibility 
to inquire into some of these matters, and I will explain that fur- 
ther as we go along. Just as it would be for anyone, it is a matter 
of real pride for me when anyone from my State has been nomi- 
nated to a high position in our Federal Government. Regardless of 
party, in the 20 years that I have been in the Senate I have never 
opposed an Iowan who has been nominated to serve in any admin- 
istration here in Washington. This is the first one. 

The Under Secretary for Rural Development is critically impor- 
tant, as you said, Mr. Chairman, to family size farms and ranches 
and to smaller communities all across America. The responsibilities 
include helping build water and wastewater facilities, financing de- 
cent affordable housing — I will repeat that — financing decent af- 
fordable housing, supporting electric power and rural businesses 
such as cooperatives. They also include promoting community de- 
velopment, helping to boost economic growth and create jobs and 
improve the quality of life in rural America. 

Therefore, I am concerned about Mr. Dorr’s comments regarding 
his vision of agriculture with 225,000-acre mega-farms consisting 
of three computer-linked pods, or criticizing the failure of Iowa to 
move aggressively toward very large, vertically integrated hog pro- 
duction facilities. These are on the record and we will get into 
those also. 

Mr. Dorr made questionable comments about ethnic diversity 
that have yet to be fully explained. The person in the position of 
Under Secretary for Rural Development must also be responsive 
and sensitive to the demands of serving America’s very diverse 
rural citizens and communities. That requirement for the job can- 
not be over-emphasized in a department that has been plagued 
with civil rights abuses of both employees and clients. I am trou- 
bled that the nominee misrepresented the farming relationship be- 
tween Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Company and two family trusts, 
and that, at least to this Senator’s observation, he has been unwill- 
ing to fully explain this complicated farming arrangement. 

As Secretary Veneman wrote to me in 2002, quote, “Any person 
who serves this Nation should live by the highest of standards,” 
end quote. That is why I am concerned about Mr. Dorr’s financial 
dealings with USDA. 

I guess bottom line my concern is that what kind of signal does 
this send to farmers and ranchers, people in rural America who 
may partake of the many varied programs that the Department of 
Agriculture has, whether it is deficiency payment programs or any 
of the myriad of rural development programs? What does it say to 
them if someone misrepresented their farming operation in order 
to avoid payment limitations? What does it say to them if this per- 
son is then elevated to one of the highest positions in our Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, someone whose family had to pay back almost 
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$34,000 in deficiency payments? As I said, basically, I guess that 
is my bottom line concern, what signal does that send? 

As I said earlier, I intend to inquire into those areas that have 
concerned me. Perhaps today Mr. Dorr will be able to enlighten me 
and the rest of the committee about his vision, his tolerance and 
his integrity. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Senator Harkin. 

Now I will turn to Senator Grassley for an introduction of Mr. 
Dorr. 

STATEMENT OF HON. CHARLES E. GRASSLEY, A U.S. SENATOR 
FROM THE STATE OF IOWA 

Senator Grassley. I had the privilege of introducing Tom, and 
I am very glad to do that, and particularly want to thank him for 
his willingness to serve the people of this countp^ again, particu- 
larly considering the controversy that evolved during his first nomi- 
nation. 

Thank you, Tom, for your continued willingness to do good for 
our country. 

Tom is a fourth generation dirt-under-the-fingernails family 
farmer. He has also been a small businessman and understands 
the demands and challenges of doing business in rural America. He 
has been a community leader, as evidenced by being chairman of 
the board of the Heartland Care Center, a cooperative care center 
there in Marcus. Tom was instrumental in starting the Iowa Corn 
Grower’s Association, moving to leadership roles in the National 
Corn Grower’s Association. Tom served on the board of the Chicago 
Federal Reserve, and has also served on the board governing our 
three State universities, the Board of Regents of the State of Iowa, 
one of the most prestigious jobs in our State and one where Sen- 
ator Harkin’s wife has now been appointed to a very hard job to 
do, very little reward for it, but a great opportunity to make a dif- 
ference to the people of our State. 

I also want to thank Tom for his deference to me on our disagree- 
ment in this nomination and the respectful way in which he has 
responded to our differences, or at least not make a big deal out 
of our differences. Thank you, Tom. 

Now, Tom Dorr’s leadership ability has been demonstrated and 
utilized to the benefit of his community and our State time and 
time again. A family man, married to Ann for 35 years, son and 
married daughter and granddaughter living in Iowa. He has the 
same desire we do as Senators, to improve the economy of rural 
America so his family can have all the benefits of the quality of life 
that rural America brings. 

Tom has the financial expertise and business savvy required to 
run an organization as large as the complicated USDA Rural De- 
velopment. This agency is basically a large bank, after all, with 
loan portfolio of $90 billion. That is as big as Wells Fargo, Chase 
Manhattan and bigger than most banks in America. This agency 
has 7,000 employees located in 800 offices. Not just any person can 
move from the farm to take over an organization of this size, but 
Tom Dorr did run this organization for 6 months, from August 
2002 until December 2003. From the stack of letters that I have 
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received, he did it very well. He did it so well that Secretary 
Veneman retained him as Senior Adviser when his recess term ex- 
pired, and assigned him additional duties in other areas. 

Because of his recess appointment we have a unique opportunity 
to examine his track record. He served 15 months Under Secretary 
of Rural Development. I have heard from many people at USDA 
about his accomplishments. This was not only Secretary Veneman, 
hut also career staff and groups who originally had concerns. They 
talk about his leadership, his vision, his intellect, and most impor- 
tantly, his commitment to rural America. When I hear of the com- 
ments like this from peers and those who work for him, we should 
all take particular note. 

Let me describe a few of the results that have been brought to 
my attention. 

No. 1. He expedited the release of 762 million of water and 
wastewater infrastructure funds provided in the 2002 Farm bill, 
and he did that in just 3 months. 

No. 2. He led the effort to complete the rulemaking process and 
order $1-1/2 billion of broadband program could begin taking appli- 
cations this year. He believes that if Americans are to live locally 
and compete globally, that it is imperative to wire the country for 
technology access as it was to electrify it 60 years ago. 

No. 3. In order to facilitate, review an announcement of $37 mil- 
lion of value-added development grants, he is using private sector 
resources to expedite the process. 

Four. In order to deliver financial grants authorized by the Delta 
Regional Authority, he helped develop and get signed a memo- 
randum of understanding between Rural Development and Delta 
Regional Authority. This will Rural Development to assist in deliv- 
ering joint projects at no added cost to Delta Regional. 

Five. He facilitated the developments of a memorandum of un- 
derstanding signed by Secretary Veneman and Secretary Martinez, 
between Department of Agriculture and HUD, that focused on bet- 
ter serving housing and infrastructure needs. 

Six. He has developed a series of initiatives with HUD that will 
allow Rural Development to more cost effectively meet the housing 
needs of rural America. These will allow the Department to provide 
greater access to housing for all rural America, but especially mi- 
nority rural Americans in the fulfillment of the President’s housing 
initiative. 

He has initiated a review of multi-family housing programs. This 
has included the hiring of an outside contractor to conduct com- 
prehensive property assessments to evaluate the physical condition 
marketing positions and operational status of more than 17,000 
properties USDA has financed, while determining how best to meet 
the needs of low-income citizens in rural America. 

He has initiated a major outreach program to ensure USDA 
Rural Development programs are more easily made available to all 
qualified individuals, communities and codified organizations. This 
marketing and branding initiative has also played an important 
role in changing the attitude of employees to concentrate on cus- 
tomer service and proactive outreach with emphasis upon reaching 
out to minorities. 
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Although this is an incomplete list of accomplishments, it is easy 
to set that Mr. Dorr did a great job in the short 15 months he 
served Rural Development. Clearly on paper Tom did a great job. 

Let me read a few comments from folks who worked with Tom. 
First, Mortgage Bankers Association. Quote, “We support Mr. 
Dorr’s nomination as Under Secretary of Rural Development be- 
cause we have found him to be an engaged leader with true com- 
mitment to housing and community development needs in rural 
America.” This organization certainly is able to recognize if anyone 
has the ability to understand the financial issues and have the skill 
needed to run this agency. 

The next quote is from the Council of Affordable Rural Housing. 
Quote, “On behalf of our members throughout the country we’re 
writing you today in support of the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr 
to be Under Secretary. There is a need for strong leadership and 
determination to forge long-term solutions preserving this impor- 
tant investment in rural America.” That is Robert Rice, Council of 
Affordable Rural Housing. 

I have many more letters, probably 50 or more from organiza- 
tions all across the country asking us to confirm Mr. Dorr. In addi- 
tion, I have a letter signed by many of the leading national agricul- 
tural organizations such as the Corn Growers and American Farm 
Bureau. 

There is another issue that I feel compelled to address, and this 
is during the 2002 hearing and in the floor debate in the Senate. 
Concerns were expressed regarding Tom’s position on minority 
issues. I would like to reference letters for the record this morning 
that would alleviate lingering concerns. I have several letters from 
minority organization leaders expressing their support for Tom 
Dorr’s confirmation. 

The first letter is from the Federation of Southern Cooperatives, 
and you would recall that they had a representative testify against 
Mr. Dorr in the 2002 hearing. Quote, “I am personally endorsing 
Tom Dorr’s nomination because of his deep interest in rural devel- 
opment. He has made several visits to the communities when in 
the Federation’s network, and has a great understanding of the 
needs of rural poor communities. He is a man for the job.” Ralph 
Paige, Executive Director. 

Another letter to quote from, this is from the Northeast Lou- 
isiana Black Farmers and Landowners Association, Dexter Davis, 
President. “Mr. Dorr has made great accomplishments in the posi- 
tion and has earned the trust from rural Americans to carry out 
his mission.” 

From Calvin King, President and CEO of Arkansas Land and 
Farm Development Corporation, quote, “I met Tom Dorr in Wash- 
ington, DC when he was serving as the Acting Under Secretary 
and was impressed with his patience for small farmers. Quite 
frankly, when I first met Tom I was not expecting him to be par- 
ticularly supportive of our needs, but over the years we have 
worked together, have found him to be a great ally and tireless 
fighter for the causes that we both support.” 

From Fernando Burkette, Black Farmers and Agricultural Asso- 
ciation, Arkansas Chapter. Quote, “We hold Mr. Dorr as a valuable 
asset to our organization and his future. He is one of the individ- 
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uals who has played a major role in bridging the gap between the 
small limited resource and minority producers for our organization 
and the USD A.” 

I have many more others that I could read, but you get the point. 
Thankfully, these organizations were very concerned to come for- 
ward after they had a chance to get to know and work with Tom. 

With your indulgence, Mr. Chairman, I want to also read por- 
tions of a letter to Mr. Dorr by Dr. Dennis Keeney, former head of 
the Leopold Center at Iowa State University. Many of you will re- 
call that Dr. Keeney was asked to testify against Mr. Dorr in 2002. 
Quote: “I write to apologize for appearing at your hearing in 2002. 
It was something I should have said no to right off, but did not. 
Then it drug on and I had to go through with the appearance or 
lose face. That still did not make it right. It was during the reading 
of this book. The Natural Misunderstood Presidency of Bill Clinton, 
that I realized that I had become part of a mud-slinging character 
assassination. This is not the type of legacy that I would like to 
leave. You have been misunderstood and made a poster child for 
big agriculture. I am sure that that has not particularly bothered 
you, but I have not been proud of my little part in painting that 
picture.” Dr. Dennis Keeney, Emeritus Professor, Iowa State. I 
thank Dr. Keeney for sharing his letter. 

In closing, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask that this committee set 
aside the politics of the past and concentrate on the real issues af- 
fecting rural America and that Tom Dorr would be confirmed for 
this important job. We have neglected our duty of going 4 years 
without having a confirmed Under Secretary. To think that while 
all this debate was going on in the Senate we have had four dif- 
ferent individuals serving in the Under Secretary position. None of 
them were confirmed by the Senate. This is not a good way to run 
a business or a large complicated agency as important to the States 
as the U.S. Department of Rural Development. 

Tom has been under the microscope since his original nomina- 
tion, and everyone who has looked in the lens has offered praise 
for his work and accomplishments. Thankfully, we do not need to 
speculate about whether Tom would do a good job or not. Tom has 
already demonstrated how he can do it and what he has done, and 
will likely continue to do the same great job as a confirmed Under 
Secretary. How often do we actually get to judge a nominee by 
their proficiency in the job? Tom is a sure thing. Rural America is 
regaining its economic, social and cultural momentum. It would be 
a shame to deprive it of the leadership that he can give at this crit- 
ical juncture. 

We have a unique second chance here today, Mr. Chairman. I 
hope that we will set aside our differences, do what is best for our 
rural citizens, our State and our country, it is an honor for me to 
introduce Mr. Dorr to you as the new chairman of the committee. 
Senator Chambliss. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Senator Grassley. 

Mr. Dorr, it goes without saying that to be introduced by one of 
the more respected members not just of this committee but of the 
U.S. Senate says an awful lot about you and your appointment to 
this position. 
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Let me say, before we turn to Mr. Dorr, that we have received 
a letter dated April 26, 2005, and let me just read this letter. It 
says, “As Members of the Congressional Black Caucus and Con- 
gressional Hispanic Caucus, we write with concern to the nomina- 
tion of Mr. Thomas Dorr for Under Secretary of Agriculture for 
Rural Development. Attached please find copies of letters sent last 
year by members of each caucus. The concerns raised in these let- 
ters are yet to be adequately addressed. We ask that these issues 
be raised and probed prior to confirmation of Mr. Dorr.” 

We are going to put this letter with the attached letters in the 
record unless there is objection. Hearing none, they will be so put 
in the record. 

[The letters sent last year by members of the Congressional 
Black and Congressional Hispanic Caucus can be found in the ap- 
pendix on page 41.] 

The Chairman. In addition we have received letters from 85 or- 
ganizations, farm organizations around the country and 14 individ- 
uals supporting the nomination of Mr. Dorr. Likewise, we will put 
this list of the 85 organizations along with their letters, and the 
14 letters from individuals supporting Mr. Dorr in the record un- 
less there is objection. Hearing none, they will be so put in the 
record. 

[The letters from 85 organizations and 14 individuals supporting 
Mr. Dorr can be found in the appendix on page 49.] 

The Chairman. Mr. Dorr, would you please stand and raise your 
right hand? Do you swear that the testimony you are about to 
present is the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so 
help you God? 

Mr. Dorr. I do. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Let me ask you the mandatory ques- 
tion before we turn to you for your testimony. Do you agree that 
if confirmed you will appear before any duly constituted committee 
of Congress if asked? 

Mr. Dorr. Yes, I will. 

The Chairman. Mr. Dorr, thank you very much again for being 
here today. We look forward to your testimony and you may pro- 
ceed. 

STATEMENT OF HON. THOMAS C. DORR, OF IOWA, TO BE 

UNDER SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE FOR RURAL DEVEL- 
OPMENT AND TO BE A MEMBER OF THE BOARD OF DIREC- 
TORS OF THE COMMODITY CREDIT CORPORATION 

Mr. Dorr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Chairman Chambliss, Sen- 
ator Harkin, members of the committee, I thank you for this oppor- 
tunity to again come before you. Senator Grassley, I am most ap- 
preciative of your kind and gracious introduction. I am deeply hon- 
ored by the nomination of the President to serve as the Under Sec- 
retary for Rural Development. 

I have tremendous respect for the mission of Rural Development 
and deep admiration for its employees. It is with a great deal of 
humility that I appear before you today in this confirmation proc- 
ess. I would like to take just a brief moment to introduce my wife 
of nearly 34 years, Ann, right behind me. Our daughter Allison 
Kleis, her husband Karlton, our granddaughter Emerson, as well 
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as our son Andrew, all of Des Moines, were unable to be with us. 
My father is deceased and although my 83-year-old mother Mar- 
garet Dorr would like to have been here, her health precludes that. 
However, my parents, my wife, and children’s guidance, support 
and love has truly been instrumental in my desire to both continue 
to serve rural America and to be with you here today. 

Since May of 2001, I have been honored to serve as a consultant 
and Senior Advisor to Secretary Veneman and now Secretary 
Johanns. President Bush appointed me to serve as Under Secretary 
for Rural Development from August of 2002 through early Decem- 
ber of 2003, and I deeply appreciate this decision to nominate me 
once again for this important position. I take the confidence that 
he has shown in me with the utmost seriousness. Prior to serving 
at the Department of Agriculture I was a full-time farmer and 
businessman from Marcus, located in Northwest Iowa. 

My great-grandfather, a German immigrant, was the first home- 
steader in Amherst Township in Cherokee County. A single large 
tree marks the spot near the creek where he built his first sod 
home. When I visit that tree I am continually reminded of how 
much agriculture has changed. Farming is the first and noblest of 
professions, but it is one that is constantly changing. You are con- 
stantly reminded that many forces in farming are outside of your 
control and this uncertainty has made it necessary for farmers to 
develop relationships with their families and neighbors in order to 
weather these many challenges. 

My father was an early innovator who tried to find new ways to 
manage risk through diversification. He was interested in value- 
added concepts before they were described as such. He and my 
uncle owned and operated grain elevators and feed mills. They also 
had hatcheries, grow-out facilities, and even a poultry processing 
plant that allowed them to slaughter and ship frozen turkeys 
throughout the country. Yet, because of the ever-changing economic 
landscape, in many cases they were forced to liquidate these busi- 
nesses during the 1950’s and the early 1960’s. 

I am the eldest son in a family of 9 children. My father and I 
were especially close, so upon my return to the farm in 1971, my 
dad and my uncle entrusted me to oversee the farming operation. 
They placed some of their land in trusts in order to provide for both 
my mother and aunt, as well as pay college expenses for the chil- 
dren of both families. This was a tremendous responsibility, and 
one that has not been without its challenges, but it has not been 
easy to fulfill the parents’ wishes while also trying to respond to 
the needs of 8 brothers, sisters — 8 loving brothers and sisters and 
5 cousins. 

In my statement to this committee 3 years ago I took the time 
to outline my background in farming and involvement in a variety 
of public service venues. Today though I’d like to share with you 
more about my passion for rural America and what I have learned 
during my tenure at USD A. 

First, during the period in which I served as Under Secretary, I 
was blessed to lead a talented and dedicated staff of professionals 
located at not just USDA’s Rural Development headquarters here 
in Washington, DC, but in our service center in St. Louis and in 
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our 47 State offices and subsequently 800 local offices located 
across the country. 

It was gratifying, it was truly gratifying to watch these energetic 
and committed people work together as a team. We made great 
progress in expanding our outreach to qualified individuals and 
communities, making them aware of, and assisting them with our 
many USDA Rural Development programs. We put a special em- 
phasis on minority outreach, and we began to tackle some very se- 
rious program issues that were there when we arrived. 

Our overriding goal during my time leading USDA Rural Devel- 
opment was to be the ADVOCATE for rural America, and we took 
that objective very, very seriously. I witnessed many examples of 
leadership and creativity from our team and our constituents as 
well, who worked with individual communities, which often helped 
facilitate and bring together a multitude of multiple funding 
sources such as Federal, State, nonprofit, local and private. 

I would like this morning just to share briefly with you two ex- 
amples of the many that I witnessed in person of the successes that 
we encountered at Rural Development. 

The first is the Guadalupe Garcia family, who were part of a self- 
help housing program in Anthony, New Mexico, which is a small 
Colonias community just outside El Paso, Texas. Mr. Garcia is a 
machine operator with Tyson Foods. He and his wife I believe had 
two children. I happened to be fortunate to be there when they 
moved into their new home for the first time, a home with running 
water and central air and heating. It was truly a very emotional 
event, not just for them, but for all of us who were able to be there. 

However, the unique aspect of this program is that it was a col- 
laborative effort between the community, between USDA Rural De- 
velopment, the financial institution and the Garcias and a number 
of others involved in that self-help project. The remarkable thing 
was that a minimum of Federal investment was required, although 
there was plenty of sweat equity provided on the part of the Gar- 
cias. The result was a safe secure house, a stronger family that ul- 
timately becomes part of a very viable rural community. 

The second example, although a bit more traditional, is equally 
unique, and that was my ability to attend the grand opening of 
something called Meadow Brook Farms, which was a producer- 
owned and value-added cooperative that was involved in pork 
slaughter — it is involved in pork slaughtering and process in 
Rantoul, Illinois. 

Starting back in 1998, James Burke, now the CEO of the com- 
pany, and Melvin Week, who is the Executive Vice President of 
their IT operation and is also a lifelong farmer of the area, were 
part of a uniquely organized producer cooperative that worked with 
local government, bankers and the State and national USDA Rural 
Development staff, amongst others, to put together this project. 
The effort has resulted in a facility that in 2004, its first year of 
operation, processed nearly 690,000 hogs, utilizing a state-of-the- 
art animal ID and tracking system developed by these producers. 
The 200 producer members have a better market for their quality 
hogs, are building equity in the new venture, and have created over 
300 new jobs in the rural community. 
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These two examples demonstrate the great work this Agency can 
accomplish with the support from the administration and Congress, 
plus that of a motivated and well-trained staff working in conjunc- 
tion with the local communities all across rural America. 

We are entering an exciting time in rural America. In my view 
many — in many areas the out migration trends are in fact being re- 
versed. We are seeing more young people staying in their home- 
towns to raise their families and care for aging parents, and 
boomers are moving back to smaller towns for the quality of life. 

We are also seeing significant gains in value-added agriculture, 
allowing smaller operations and co-ops to successfully compete in 
niche and emerging markets. This development has not only raised 
income for area farmers but also for many local investors. At the 
same time it has created new jobs in these communities and pro- 
vided additional incentives for young people to not just stay but 
frequently move back to rural America. 

There are plenty of exciting — there are plenty of other exciting 
developments on the horizon for rural America. The list is virtually 
endless, limited only by our creativity and our dedication to devel- 
oping significant new income sources for America’s farmers, ranch- 
ers and local business people, which ultimately provide jobs and a 
better quality of life for those who choose to live in our rural com- 
munities. 

I understand fully how important USDA Rural Development pro- 
grams are to the citizens in your States. This wonderful Agency 
has the tools to impact so many lives in a positive way at a very 
low cost to the taxpayer. 

If confirmed, I pledge to work tirelessly with you to make the vi- 
sion of rural rejuvenation a reality. In that I suspect I will be, sec- 
ond only to Secretary Johanns, the most energetic champion at 
USDA for the future of rural communities. 

I thank you for holding this hearing and your consideration of 
my nomination, and I look forward to answering any questions you 
may have. 

The Chairman. Thank you very much, Mr. Dorr. 

Let me start out this morning by asking you a question that I 
do not expect you to give me a detailed answer on relative to your 
farming operation. During the past 4 years and in the 2002 hear- 
ing, much has been made of your farming operation and your farm 
structure. I expect you to be thoroughly examined about some as- 
pects of those today. I think it would be helpful if we just go back 
to the basics, and let you have the opportunity to explain, as you 
have somewhat alluded to in your statement, as to how your farm- 
ing operation was structured. How your operation related to the 
family trust that will be referred to later in the questioning. 

Mr. Dorr. Thank you. Senator Chambliss. When I moved back 
to the family operation in 1971 it was composed of something in 
the neighborhood of 1,000 or 1,100 acres along with some grain op- 
erations as well. They were owned and operated jointly by my fa- 
ther and uncle. 

From that point on I was engaged in the business, starting as 
an employee, as a hand, ultimately evolving into more of a man- 
ager, and finally the full-time operator/manger of the operation, 
taking care of all of the essence of all the business opportunities. 
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The Chairman. Mr. Dorr, what timeframe are we talking about 
here? 

Mr. Dorr. This evolved from 19 — that evolution was from 1971 
through say 1975 to 1978. 

The Chairman. OK. 

Mr. Dorr. In late 1976 my father and my uncle, in their concern 
to maintain the integrity of the family farm, embarked on a series 
of estate planning initiatives, and the outgrowth of that was the 
formation of two family trusts that have been discussed extensively 
in 2002 and since. These two family trusts were designed as gen- 
eration-skipping trusts to maintain the integrity of the family oper- 
ation for anyone who cared to stay and operate the family farm. 

Those were the only two trusts outside of others that evolved 
from the process of probating the estate that were involved and 
that were developed. There were a couple of other family corpora- 
tions that had been there for a number of years, and we grew the 
farm then from the early 1970’s to around 2,200 acres of family 
owned property by the time I left in 2001, and we were renting and 
custom-farming other properties as well. 

The Chairman. To your knowledge did the FSA, or what I guess 
then was ASCS maybe, USDA Inspector General’s Office, or any 
other agency of the Federal Government ever accuse you of delib- 
erately or knowingly falsifying documents or providing misleading 
information to the Federal Government, particularly to FSA? 

Mr. Dorr. No. 

The Chairman. USDA Rural Development has a staff of more 
than 7,000. It has a $90 billion loan portfolio. As you have stated, 
it is the advocate for rural America. It is the venture capitalist, and 
it builds the infrastructure for businesses, hospitals, communities 
and families. It is a crucial mission at USDA. In your opinion what 
makes you qualified to be Under Secretary for Rural Development? 

Mr. Dorr. Senator, I left home in 1964, went to college, worked 
for a large corporation for about 3 years and returned to the family 
farm I believe in, as I said earlier, in 1971. 

That experience in working on that farm, that grain company, 
growing up with it, working with a number of associates led me to 
then ultimately get involved because of my interest in the entirety 
of the rural community, and quite frankly, with a lot of urging 
from my parents, who believed strongly that we needed to give 
back to our communities, to get involved with a number of things 
that migrated from the county level. County Board of Review, all 
the way up to the Iowa Corn Growers, to the National Corn Grow- 
ers. 

These iterations of experiences gave me a fairly significant in- 
sight I believe into what I felt were a number of the unexplored 
opportunities that could positively impact rural America. With that 
insight and those opportunities and those experiences over about 
30 years, I felt that I had the qualities and the qualifications to fa- 
cilitate the President’s agenda serving in this position. 

The Chairman. For nearly 70 years Rural Development and its 
predecessor agencies have been providing assistance to rural Amer- 
ica. In each succeeding farm bill we provide additional resources 
and emphasis on Rural Development. Clearly it is an important 
mission area at USDA. What is your vision for Rural Development 
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over the next few years, and if confirmed, what will you do to make 
that vision a reality? 

Mr. Dorr. That is a terrific question and I appreciate it. The op- 
portunity in rural America to increase — the vision at Rural Devel- 
opment is very simple, and this was enunciated shortly after I be- 
came the Under Secretary, and that was to increase economic op- 
portunity and improve the quality of life for all rural Americans. 
There has been a significant transition taking place throughout 
rural America that makes these opportunities possible. We can im- 
prove the quality of life because Rural Development essentially is 
what amounts to a venture capital bank for all of rural America. 

When I got there they had a loan portfolio of about $60 billion. 
Today it’s $90 billion. The thing though that makes this all more 
likely to happen is that first of all we have some significant people 
in this organization. We have people of great caliber and integrity, 
and the interesting thing about it is that these are people that are 
State and local driven. They understand what’s going on at the 
local level, so what happens is we drive ideas from the bottom up. 

Second, the programs at Rural Development run the gamut from 
the traditional REC, rural water and waste programs to the very 
unique new IT. We have information technology systems, venture 
capital, renewable energy. There are a whole array of opportunities 
that this rural resource base and the people in it have an oppor- 
tunity to participate in with great economic opportunity. 

Finally, we have developed an outreach program that was de- 
signed to make certain that we reached out and identified those 
who really were qualified for our programs, both as individuals and 
communities, CBOs and others, that were not accessing them at 
the time, and this outreach program did a couple of things. It in- 
creased our understanding of our system. It made us more avail- 
able, and it clearly energized those who were benefiting from us. 

Finally, tying all that together, what I found was that if we paid 
close attention to the President’s management agenda, really ze- 
roed in on performance budget integration, we could develop sys- 
tems to very quickly respond to the changes that were taking place 
in rural America as they accommodated these programs. There is 
a great deal of opportunity out there. I’ve probably gone on a little 
bit long. These programs give us a great deal of flexibility. 

The Chairman. That obviously comes from your heart too, Mr. 
Dorr, which is great to hear. Without question it can be said that 
when you look across America farming is farming irrespective of 
what part of the country you come from. Clearly there are dif- 
ferences in the methods of farming, there are different crops grown 
in different areas of the country. You come from the midwest part 
of the Country where you grow a lot of soybeans and corn. Senator 
Coleman comes from an area where there is a lot of dairy, a lot 
of wheat grown. Senator Salazar comes from an area where a lot 
of wheat, maybe a lot of livestock is produced. I come from an area 
where there’s a lot of row crops and a lot of vegetables grown. 
Clearly there are a lot of differences there that somebody at USDA 
has to look at from the aspect that farming is farming irrespective 
of what part of the country that it is located. 

Assuming you are confirmed in this position, are you going to be 
looking at farming as farming all across America, not with respect 
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to your personal interest relative to any particular crop, or any par- 
ticular section of the country? Are you willing to treat all farmers, 
all agri-business people and the implementation of Rural Develop- 
ment provisions of the Farm bill fairly and equally? 

Mr. Dorr. Senator, absolutely, and my record of the 15 or 16 
months I served as Under Secretary would more than justify that. 

The Chairman. Thank you. 

Senator Coleman. [Off microphone] — without objection. I fully 
support this nomination. I have heard from all my ag groups and 
rural advocates and they support it, and I just wanted that to be 
on the record before I leave. 

The Chairman. Certainly, without objection. Senator Coleman. 

We are going to proceed a little bit differently. Senator Harkin 
and I have agreed that he will have an extensive opportunity to ex- 
amine Mr. Dorr, and that being the case, rather than giving Sen- 
ator Harkin 5 minutes, 10 minutes, whatever he might want to 
start with, he is in agreement to allowing other Senators to ask 
questions, since you may have to be somewhere else today. 

We will move to Senator Salazar first for any questions that you 
might have. 

Senator Salazar. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman amend- 
ment Ranking Member Harkin, and thank you for your leadership 
on agricultural issues and the leadership of this committee. 

I also want to say to you, Mr. Dorr, thank you for your service 
to our country and for coming before this committee this morning. 
I must say that it is a mark of tenacity to come back because you 
feel so passionately about the job and for rural America, and for 
that, I acknowledge and laud you for those efforts. 

You and I had a good meeting last week. I very much appre- 
ciated the conversation that we had where you stated some of the 
things that you have talked about this morning, the importance of 
rural America and getting a revitalized rural America. We also 
spoke about my own maiden speech on the floor of the U.S. Senate, 
where I talked about the forgotten America. 

I am open to the possibility of voting for you as this nomination 
moves forward. I do however want to go through this process and 
to hear the concerns that Senator Harkin and others have stated, 
and to also study the responses that you have. 

Let me just say at the outset that I asked for a letter from you 
that would articulate your vision and your program for what you 
wanted to accomplish in rural America in this position that you 
have been nominated for. I was disappointed that I did not get that 
letter on Monday. My staff called on Monday and again yesterday, 
and I still have not received that letter. The one thing that I will 
ask of you, Mr. Dorr, is that as we work together on this mutual 
agenda of rural America, I want to have the kind of relationship 
with you where if I request something, I want some response. At 
the end of the day this is a joint undertaking between the Execu- 
tive and the legislative branches of Government. I would appreciate 
getting the letter that I requested by the end of the day today. 

Let me also say that I have read some of the materials, I am not 
as versed as the people who have been on this committee before 
and who have gone through these hearings in the past. I am cer- 



15 


tain that Senator Harkin, in his hour of inquiry will touch base on 
many questions. 

There is one question in particular though that I want to ask. 
That is a question relating to the comments that were made on di- 
versity in a speech that you gave. This is from a speech that I 
know has been talked about — I have a copy of the transcription — 
in which you apparently were talking to a group of farmers. 

The comment that I have here is from when you made the state- 
ment that there are, I quote, “...if they’re not the three then two 
of these are the three — and would be Carroll County, Sioux County 
and Lyon County. You will notice when you get to looking at them 
that they are not particularly diverse, at least not ethnically di- 
verse. They are very diverse in their economic growth, but they 
have been very focused, very nondiverse in their ethnic background 
and their religious background.” “There’s obviously something 
there that has enabled them to succeed and to succeed very well.” 

I know very well, having been involved as a prosecutor, having 
worked on a lot of issues, and having been in the public world, that 
sometimes statements are taken out of context. I have not read the 
letters that Senator Chambliss spoke about from the Congressional 
Hispanic Caucus or the Congressional Black Caucus, but I would 
like you to talk to us about your own views of diversity and your 
own views of inclusion of people from all backgrounds in the things 
that you do and how you will proceed on that issue in the future, 
looking ahead, for the U.S. Department of Agriculture and the posi- 
tion that you have been nominated for. 

Mr. Dorr. Sure. First of all, let me simply say that I do believe 
the letter was delivered if not on Monday, yesterday. I apologize if 
it wasn’t there on Monday, but I believe the letter was delivered 
yesterday. 

Second, those comments that you referred to were not with a 
group of farmers. It was actually a the university event that I was 
asked to be at, and review a proposal relative to a grant of money 
that had been given to the Agronomy Department of Iowa State 
University. 

Third, as you’ve clearly enunciated, they were in my view taken 
out of context. Probably it’s important to reflect as much as any- 
thing on the opportunities that I’ve had to work with a number of 
minority organizations, sustainable small farm groups and others 
since I’ve been here serving at USDA’s Rural Development. No. 1, 
that I related very well. I have a — contrary to what perhaps the 
public perception may be, a very, very big heart when it comes to 
working with people who have frequently been less fortunate or 
had less opportunity than I have. I have been a very blessed guy. 
I know that. I’ve been a very fortunate fellow to have a loving fam- 
ily by and large and many opportunities. 

One of the things that I’ve encountered at Rural Development is 
there are a lot of old ongoing issues that everyone is struggling 
with, very honestly so. One of the things that I found, as an exam- 
ple, and as a result of attending a listening session at Alcorn State 
University, this wasn’t where it first came up but it was where a 
lot of these things galvanized, is the access to credit issues and a 
number of other things that make it difficult for many in the mi- 
nority community to actually aggregate equity. 
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One of the problems is that there are very few African-American 
appraisers or title company owners or surveyors or others who are 
able to actively work with members in their community that they 
trust. 

Senator Salazar. Let me if I may, because I do not want to take 
up more time here than — my red light is already on and the chair- 
man is being very indulgent in my time here. 

Let me put a more focal point on my question. For me this Amer- 
ica of ours has been very much an America in progress, from the 
Civil War, to the 13th and 14th Amendments, to Brown v. the 
Board of Education and to getting where we are today. We are not 
a perfect country, but we certainly are a country that has made 
tremendous progress. I want you to specifically answer this ques- 
tion for me. Take the African-American farming community, de- 
scribe to me in a couple of minutes what your agenda would do to 
make sure that the African-American farming community receives 
the benefits of the work that you would be doing at USD A? Focus 
it on African-Americans. 

Mr. Dorr. We would work within the framework of the National 
Centers of Excellence, the 1890’s Institutions and the other organi- 
zations that work with USDA to make sure that we do a good job 
of making certain they have the tools to participate in the Amer- 
ican dream, that they have the ability to leverage their equity re- 
sources and other things that they utilize to grow and build their 
communities, their families, their farms, and build and own their 
own homes. 

Senator Salazar. Now, spin that out a little bit in terms of the 
specific action items that you would take as the Under Secretary 
of Agriculture to accomplish that vision. You started by saying ac- 
cess to capital 

Mr. Dorr. Access to capital. We have to do a better job of facili- 
tating the development and training of folks within those commu- 
nities who have the ability to be surveyors, be people that the com- 
munity trust and can work with so that they can build equity. We’ll 
have to look at all of the programs that we have available and 
make sure that they are as friendly and user friendly as possible 
within that community. 

Rural Development does not directly participate in farm program 
activities at USDA, but in the context of our community develop- 
ment programs and other things, we will make sure that they func- 
tion and function well within those communities. 

Senator Salazar. Let me ask you with respect to staff and diver- 
sity of staff within USDA. What kinds of efforts would you under- 
take to ensure that there is diversity within the staff? Is that an 
important issue to you? Is it something that you would aggressively 
undertake? Also what have you done in the 3 years that you have 
served there as Senior Advisor to achieve diversity? 

Mr. Dorr. Diversity has always been a top agenda item within 
the Department. I’ve worked very, very closely with the Assistant 
Secretary for Civil Rights, Vernon Parker, and a number of others 
on these issues. I see no reason why we wouldn’t continue to do 
that. 

Senator Salazar. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Thank you, Mr. Dorr, for your responses. 
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The Chairman. Senator Grassley. 

Senator Grassley. President Bush has nominated you to be 
Under Secretary for this Agency three different times. During your 
time as nominee you have endured intense public scrutiny of your 
farming operation and statements about you as a private citizen. 
Yet you sit before us again today responding openly and honestly 
to every question that is asked of you. Personally I have no doubts 
that you are the right person for the position, and I applaud Presi- 
dent Bush for his persistence in continuing to nominate you. After 
all this, I am compelled to ask why do you want to be in this posi- 
tion? 

[Laughter.] 

Mr. Dorr. I’ve even asked myself that sometimes. 

I deliberated that at length. Senator. I deliberated at length with 
my wife and my family. As I said in my comment to Senator 
Salazar earlier. I’ve been a very blessed guy, had a terrific, terrific 
father and mother, terrific wife, and I’ve had a number of terrific 
experiences, and the thing that I know more than anything else is 
that rural America has had some difficulties. Rural America’s been 
in a real funk since the late 1970’s and emerged into the ag crisis 
of the 1980’s. In the late 1990’s and the early — in the early 2000’s 
and on through the 2000’s it became abundantly clear that with 
the advent of technology, of bandwidth access, access to knowledge 
and information and capital, it was creating an untold number of 
new and undeveloped opportunities for those who live there, and 
quite frankly, in many cases, for people who I had run into, who 
were moving back into these areas. 

In my view, particularly after driving to work every day in this 
moving parking lot in Washington, DC, it’s clear to me that rural 
America and this evolving environment in which we have access to 
technology, when we have energy problems, we have access to re- 
newable energy opportunities, and a whole host of things that only 
rural America truly has the ability to provide. It’s too great an op- 
portunity to pass up and not try to make sure that many of my fel- 
low citizens in rural America can participate in this economic 
growth and activity. It’s that simple. There’s a lot of, a lot of hope 
out there and I want to be part of it. 

Senator Grassley. Let me ask you about a specific program and 
a specific problem. I need to compliment Senator Harkin for bring- 
ing this to my attention last night at a rural development con- 
ference or capitalization conference that he and I hosted. Senator 
Harkin mentioned that the Department has been slow allocating 
the $2 billion available for broadband and that there is still ap- 
proximately one and six-tenths billion dollars at USD A. Could you 
please tell me what you would do as Under Secretary to ensure 
that this program is developed and managed to its full potential? 
I guess I would add to that, because Congress made a decision this 
money ought to be spent, and presumably it is not being spent. I 
rely upon Senator Harkin for that judgment, not my own. What 
would you do to get that money out? 

Mr. Dorr. Well, that’s a good question. The 2002 Farm Bill was 
passed in June of — or May 1902, signed into law by the President 
May 1902. There was a very significant effort placed early on to 
conduct a field hearing to find out what sorts of things needed to 
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be addressed in the deployment of those funds and that technology 
and making access to that new program. 

It’s a unique program, and quite honestly, there have been a 
number of things that have occurred the last year that I frankly 
have not been involved in, not serving as the Under Secretary, not 
having any decisionmaking authority with regard to that. The 
thing that is important to remember in the broadband program is 
that it is unique, traditionally the rural utility system and the 
rural telecom programs were largely loans made to sole providers 
in rural areas on long-term assets, and those loans — there was a 
process developed and they understood those clearly. The tech- 
nology involved in deploying broadband to do a couple of things. 
No. 1, get the money out quickly, and No. 2, make sure you don’t 
make bad loans, and then ultimately have to deploy those re- 
sources on assets that frequently have life spans of only 5 years or 
on out to 30 years is a complex new way in which you have to deal 
with this matter. 

If I am confirmed and had the ability to get engaged in this, I 
would frankly go to the outside, seek some outside expertise to help 
us get a better handle on how to analyze these loans so that we 
could deploy them in a more rapid and more effective and efficient 
manner, and yet maintain the integrity of the program. 

Senator Grassley. You are saying that if Congress makes a deci- 
sion that this money ought to be spent, the only thing for not 
spending it would be to make sure that the loan was a wise loan. 
There is no philosophical opposition you have in this area of this 
money being used for this purpose. 

Mr. Dorr. None whatsoever. I’m probably as sold on technology 
as anyone. 

Senator Grassley. My last question then. The work of the Rural 
Housing Service is particularly important to me because I have 
seen the impact that single-family, multi-family and community fa- 
cilities can have on individuals and communities in Iowa, as you 
know, Tom. One of my concerns has been the lack of solid informa- 
tion regarding multi-family housing portfolio. For many years it 
was clear that RHS was flying blind when it comes to portfolio. 
They could not tell us what types of housing were in the portfolio, 
and they could not verify the condition of the properties. 

As Under Secretary you initiated a comprehensive property as- 
sessment to determine what needs to be done to maintain that 
portfolio and to protect the low-income tenants who live in those 
properties. From all accounts, this process has been successful, and 
an excellent example of your leadership. Could you tell us some de- 
tail as to how this all came about? 

Mr. Dorr. I will try to keep this brief. It was probably one of the 
most significant, the multi-family housing and rental assistance 
and farm labor housing programs, probably some of the most com- 
plex and significant issues that we had to deal with. I believe rent- 
al assistance is perhaps the largest line item budget item in the en- 
tirety of the USDA budget, as I’ve been informed. 

The bottom line was that there had been a myriad of statutory 
and regulatory changes over a period of 20 years. Rental assistance 
was growing quite rapidly, and a couple of things were clear. No. 
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1, there was discussion about whether or not we need to save the 
program, and No. 2, how we were going to finance it. 

After getting together with a number of the best and brightest 
in our multi-family group and organization throughout Rural De- 
velopment, by bringing in some statewide leaders, I determined, in 
conjunction with task force that had helped me collect this informa- 
tion, that the best thing we could do was to go out and bring in 
two of the best multi-family housing consultants we could find, and 
we were able to do that. 

In the course of that I gave them two charges — this was when 
I was serving as the Under Secretary — No. 1, find out whether or 
not we really need this program. I wanted to dispel that myth if 
there is a myth involved. No. 2, provide us with some answers in 
terms of how we revitalize the portfolio, how we go about revital- 
izing it in a cost effective manner. 

Out of that evolved a comprehensive property assessment. The 
comprehensive property assessment showed that of the 455,000 
units, there were 750,000 residents, that’s less than three-tenths of 
1 percent of the population. 75 — the average income of the resi- 
dents was $7,500. It was clear that we needed the properties. The 
properties had an average age of 26 years. On top of that we were 
having escalating rental assistance projects. We think — I believe, 
and I’m not sure where the Under Secretary, the Acting Under Sec- 
retary is relative to the decision, but we think we’ve identified a 
solution to essentially revitalize a $50 billion replacement cost port- 
folio for something less than $2 billion over a period of about 6, 7 
years. 

If that is what they ultimate decide to do at the Under Sec- 
retary’s Office, we’ve done a remarkable job of revitalizing a port- 
folio and making — most importantly, protecting the tenants, and 
making available housing for those who can least afford it in rural 
America. 

Senator Salazar. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Chairman. Senator Nelson. 

Senator Nelson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. What I will do is I 
will just defer to the Ranking Member at this point. 

The Chairman. Senator Crapo. 

Senator Crapo. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Dorr, we appreciate having you here and we appreciate all 
of the good work that you do. 

Energy costs have a big impact on our economy, and you and I 
visited about this personally, but as you know, one of the provi- 
sions in the energy bill that is very important to me is the Renew- 
able Energy Systems and Energy Efficiency Improvements Grant 
Program. This program holds a tremendous potential to stimulate 
development of our farm energy sources. It also presents an oppor- 
tunity to address environmental concerns, and in Idaho we are very 
excited about the potential in this program to help develop anaer- 
obic digesters. Do you agree that this program can help develop en- 
ergy sources, and also address environmental concerns at the same 
time? If so, would you commit to work with me to help find ways 
to address the anaerobic digester issue? 

Mr. Dorr. I would. I agree with your interpretation. I would be 
delighted to work with you. 
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Senator Crapo. What are your thoughts about the implementa- 
tion of this program, the Renewable Energy Systems and Energy 
Efficiency Improvements Grant Program? 

Mr. Dorr. Like all of these new and innovative programs, they’re 
somewhat complex, but the Department has done a good job of 
working with a multitude of agencies, and will continue to do that, 
and as a result can make these very effective programs over the 
long term. 

Senator Crapo. If you are confirmed, one of the things I want to 
do is be as effective as possible in leveraging resources, and it 
seems to me that this grant program is one of those. I guess I am 
basically just alerting you that I want to work closely with you on 
that and try to leverage resources to the maximum extent possible. 

One other question: many of us on this panel have recognized the 
importance of value-added agriculture, and we included the Value- 
added Grant Program in the 2002 Farm Bill, which is another pro- 
gram which I strongly support. In your opening statement you 
mentioned that value-added agriculture will become an even more 
important part of the rejuvenation of rural America, and I would 
just like to ask you if you would expand on that a little bit. 

Mr. Dorr. Well, very quickly, the evolution of ethanol has shown 
that research and technology can do some amazing things with the 
natural resource base that we have in this country, and clearly as 
we grapple with the energy issues and other things, and we begin 
to look more deeply into this, it’s very evident that technology has 
grown by leaps and bounds. Renewable bio-based energies, bio- 
diesel, wind energy and a number of these offer three or four great 
opportunities for rural America to leverage their asset base, in- 
crease economic activity, improve the quality of life, build jobs, 
build equity, and it’s clearly something, that if confirmed, I will 
continue to look at, and look at in a very — I would look at in a very 
aggressive manner. 

Senator Crapo. Thank you very much. That is all the questions 
I wanted to ask of you. Before I yield my time back, I just wanted 
to take this opportunity once again to thank you for the great serv- 
ice that you have already provided at the Department, and to tell 
you that you have a tremendous amount of support here in the 
Senate, and I look forward to working with you after you are con- 
firmed. 

Mr. Dorr. Thank you very much. 

Senator Crapo. Thank you very much. 

The Chairman. Thank you. Senator Crapo. 

We will now turn to Senator Harkin for questions. 

Senator Harkin. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Dorr, I just wanted to start off by referring to the question 
that was asked by Senator Salazar regarding diversity. Your re- 
sponse to his question regarding the statement you made at Iowa 
State University was that it was taken out of context. 

Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. 

Senator Harkin. Well, I watched the tape. I watched the tape of 
that whole thing. A person right before you — no, it was not the one 
right before you, it was like maybe two before you, preceding the 
person that spoke before you — said something about diversity and 
had talked about the importance and the value to rural commu- 
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nities of supporting diversity. Your statement in that — when you 
made that statement about diversity, you seemed to be responding 
directly to this. A lot of times we look at patterns, Mr. Dorr. You 
just say you were taken out of context. What is the context? 

First of all, as a member of the Board of Regents there was a 
big issue in Iowa about naming Iowa State University Stadium 
after Jack Trice. He was an African-American football player, and 
they wanted to name the stadium after him; students wanted to 
name the stadium after Jack Trice. There was a lot of heated de- 
bate about this at that time. It was finally decided to name the sta- 
dium after him. The Board of Regents voted on that. You voted 
against naming the stadium after Jack Trice. 

Then we have the statement at Iowa State that Mr. Salazar — I 
am not going to read it again, it is in the record — when you said 
that there is something in these three counties that enable them 
to succeed. It may be their economic diversity but not their ethnic 
diversity. There is something there to that. 

Last, you wrote a letter to me, and I am going to have more to 
say about this letter, but you wrote a letter to me on October 8th, 
1999, in which you talked about a number of different things, but 
you said, “Fm sure my ranting won’t change your approach to 
maintaining a constituency dependent on government revenue.” I 
am reading your own words. “But should you decide to take a few 
side trips through the Iowa countryside, you will see an inordinate 
number of homes surrounded by 5 to 10 cars. The homes generally 
have a value of less than $10,000. This just confirms my 10-car, 
$10,000 home theory. The more you try to help, the more you 
hinder. The results are everywhere.” 

Now, Mr. Dorr, when you take all of those, you see a pattern and 
so I am not certain that it was taken out of context. People grow 
and develop and they change their minds about things. Certainly 
my own thinking on race relations and minorities has developed a 
lot since my upbringing in a small town in rural Iowa. I guess I 
was hoping to hear you say that perhaps your thinking had evolved 
and that perhaps those statements may have reflected an earlier 
mindset, but now maybe that mindset has changed. All I heard was 
it was just taken out of context. 

Do you still maintain that all of the things I have said were just 
taken out of context? 

Mr. Dorr. Senator, we’ve gone through this at length earlier, 
much of this is in the record. The record that I’ve established and 
the opportunities that I’ve had to work within the minority commu- 
nity serving at Rural Development, and quite honestly prior to that 
in Iowa in a smaller way, and one must recognize that, as you’ve 
already indicated, Iowa has a very small minority population. I was 
quietly and privately before the events at Iowa State University 
and actually after that, attempting to find out why we were having 
difficulty placing slaughter plants in Iowa because of fears that 
they would be staffed by large numbers of hispanics. 

I worked privately with a number of folks trying to figure out 
ways to help establish hispanic banks so the hispanic community 
would feel more comfortable in originating homeownership loans 
and increasing their ability to participate in the American dream. 
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My record at Rural Development, in working with a number of 
minority community and minority initiatives is well known. I don’t 
know that I have to defend myself relative to my attitude toward 
race relations or my sensitivities toward minorities. I agree, when 
you grow up in a basically lily white State like Iowa you do evolve 
and change over a period of time. I was raised in a family, and 
quite frankly was taught generally speaking to be sensitive to ev- 
eryone in every situation, and that’s the way I’ve raised my family, 
that’s the way I’ve tried to live my life. Again, I don’t believe that 
those remarks at Iowa State University adequately reflect what 
was the context of that particular situation. 

Senator Harkin. Nor the comments you made in your letter to 
me about the $10,000 home and the 10-car — you said “reflects my 
theory.” I asked you at the hearing 3 years ago about that, and I 
have examined the record on that, and I cannot find anything that 
really tells me what that theory is. “This just confirms my 10-car, 
$10,000 home theory.” I read the record — I am sure you have too — 
and I said at the time, a lot of times poor people have a lot of cars 
around. I asked that question once, he says, “Well, I’ve got a lot 
of cars because I’ve got to junk one to get the other one running.” 
They do not have good cars. 

I am just wondering about the sensitivity to that in terms of the 
letter that you sent to me in 1999, and so I just ask, do you see 
how someone could interpret your remarks as insensitive? Do you 
have any comprehension that somebody might see this as being in- 
sensitive? 

Mr. Dorr. Senator, the remarks are the remarks. I’m not an in- 
sensitive person. 

Senator Harkin. My question was not whether you were sen- 
sitive. Could you see that someone might interpret your remarks 
and this pattern as being insensitive? 

Mr. Dorr. I believe my actions have actually — my actions have 
spoke very well of my sensitivity. 

Senator Harkin. Well, we can beat that one around. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a series of questions of Mr. Dorr that I 
would like to ask, and I hope the answers will not be too long and 
involved. 

Mr. Dorr, I wrote to you last Friday indicating that I would be 
referring to the record of the March 6, 2002 hearing, and that I 
would ask whether any part of that record ought to be clarified, 
corrected or completed. Do you have a response to that? 

Mr. Dorr. My response is. Senator, that I believe the record 
clearly reflects the hearing and the questions that were sent to me 
and which I responded to. The record, frankly, is a record. I realize 
that perhaps you or maybe some of your colleagues feel that it was 
not complete, but frankly, that is the information that I had avail- 
able and I believe that is — the record reflects the hearing. 

Senator Harkin. It is your position as you appear before this 
committee today that the record of March 6, 2002, there is nothing 
that needs to be corrected, nothing that needs to be clarified, or 
nothing that needs to be completed? 

Mr. Dorr. Not that I’m aware of, no. 

Senator Harkin. Did you have a chance to go over that record? 

Mr. Dorr. Yes, I did. 
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Senator Harkin. Well, let us start with what is established in 
the record, and then I have some matters that I hope we can clear 
up. 

At page 53 of the record — and if you have that record in front 
of you, you can refer to it. On page 53 of the record. Senator Day- 
ton stated that the Farm Service Agency found that the Melvin G. 
Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust was in violation of the shares agree- 
ment in 1993, 1994 and 1995, and as a result, $17,000 was paid 
from that trust to FSA, and you said, “That is correct.” Now I be- 
lieve the actual fi^re was $16,638. Is all of that correct? 

Mr. Dorr. I believe so. 

Senator Harkin. You believe so. On page 54 you stated that 
there was an arrangement between the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable 
Family Trust and Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm, of which you were the 
CEO and sole stockholder along with your wife. Is that correct? 

Mr. Dorr. Correct. 

Senator Harkin. On page 56 you stated that the arrangement 
was that the Melvin Dorr Trust paid Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm for 
machinery, management and marketing services. Is that correct? 

Mr. Dorr. Correct. 

Senator Harkin. On page 54 you state that you had the power 
of attorney to sign for this Melvin G. Dorr Trust at the FSA Office, 
and you did sign for that trust either as trustee or with the power 
of attorney. Is that correct? 

Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. 

Senator Harkin. Again on page 55 you state that the Melvin 
Dorr Trust was, quote, “set up as an operating entity entitled to 
receive 100 percent of the benefits from the various farm program 
payments,” end quote. You signed USDA papers to do that, is that 
correct? 

Mr. Dorr. Correct. 

Senator Harkin. Now, if this Melvin Dorr Trust was receiving 
100 percent of the payments, as you signed the trust up for the 
farm program, that would be appropriate if the trust was the oper- 
ator and was hiring custom farming done. Is that your under- 
standing? 

Mr. Dorr. Correct. 

Senator Harkin. Indeed, going to page 60 of the record, there is 
a discussion of signing papers at the ASCS or FSA office. You said, 
quote, “On the M.G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust, I did, but I 
am — ” and then Senator Dayton interrupted you and said, “You 
signed the documents?” Mr. Dorr. “That is right.” Senator Dayton. 
“Representing it as a custom fee arrangement?” Mr. Dorr. “That is 
right.” 

Just to recap, Mr. Dorr, you signed papers at FSA that the Mel- 
vin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust was the operator, and basi- 
cally so that USDA would believe that there was a custom farming 
arrangement. Is that correct? 

Mr. Dorr. That is correct. 

Senator Harkin. More specifically, on page 56 Senator Dayton 
said this: “It was my understanding that ASCS, when they came 
in and did an evaluation determined that the reason the trust owed 
the $17,000 back” — well, it was slightly less than 17,000 — “was be- 
cause the trust had represented this arrangement as a custom fee 
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arrangement, and in fact it was not, it was a crop share arrange- 
ment.” End quote, that was Senator Dayton. 

You did not disagree with that statement. Is that not in fact a 
correct statement of USDA’s conclusion about what the actual ar- 
rangement was between the Melvin Dorr Trust and Pine Grove 
Farm? Again, I am not asking what you believe, Mr. Dorr, but that 
is what USDA determined, that in fact it was a crop share arrange- 
ment. Is that correct? 

Mr. Dorr. Senator, the Melvin Dorr Trust was signed up — the 
Melvin Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust was signed up as an owner/ 
operator. Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Company provided custom farm- 
ing services, management services, and stewardship services and 
marketing services as well, which they were reimbursed for. That 
was part of this record. 

The end of year review determined that they thought it was 
something other than that. The trustees, of whom I was one, yes, 
I was given the power of attorney to sign up for farm programs at 
the FSA, but the trustees requested a meeting with the End-of- 
Year Review Committee after they made their decision and were 
denied. 

In the context of working with legal counsel, he advised us that 
if we appealed this decision we could likely overturn the decision, 
but in all likelihood it would cost us about two times as much 
money or maybe even more, and to repay. He suggested that we 
just go ahead and pay back the fees and ask them how they want- 
ed us to operate the farm if this wasn’t appropriate, which is ex- 
actly what we did. That’s what I stated back in March of 2002. 
That’s what the case was. 

Senator Harkin. Now, obviously, we have other documents that 
came to our attention after that hearing, and we were unable to 
present these at the very brief and cursory hearing that we had in 
2003, if I am not mistaken, 2003. In fact — and I would ask that the 
copy of a letter from Steven Phillips, the Iowa State FSA Office to 
James Little, Administrator of FSA, dated June 25th, 2002 be 
made a part of the record. 

Well, I will ask it when the chairman comes back. 

Senator Crapo [presiding]. I will step in and assume the role, 
and without objection that will be so ordered. 

[The letter from Steven Phillips, the Iowa State FSA Office to 
James Little, Administrator of FSA, dated June 25, 2002 can be 
found in the appendix on page 325.] 

Senator Harkin. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I want to have to have that because I want to correctly point out 
and ask if this is correct. First I will interject here that you said 
the end of the review — your End-of-Year Review Committee deter- 
mined that that was not a custom farming arrangement. 

Mr. Dorr. They determined that there was an inappropriate di- 
vision of 

Senator Harkin. Shares. 

Mr. Dorr. Shares. 

Senator Harkin. Exactly. That is because that was not a crop 
share arrangement — it was not a custom farm arrangement. Is it 
not true, Mr. Dorr, that there are three separate times that either 
the Department of Agriculture of the Office of Inspector General 
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determined that this was a crop share arrangement and not a cus- 
tom farm arrangement? No. 1, the End-of-Year Review Committee, 
second an investigation by the Office of Inspector General of the 
Department of agriculture, and third a special team from ESA was 
sent to investigate this. All three determined the same thing, so it 
was not just the End-of-Year Review Committee that determined 
that there was a shares violation based upon the fact that the ar- 
rangement that was stipulated was not in fact a custom farming 
arrangement, but was a crop share arrangement. That is what they 
determined. I am not asking what you believe, but this is what 
three separate entities said. 

Mr. Dorr. Obviously we disagreed with them. 

Senator Harkin. You do not disagree that three separate entities 
found that? 

Mr. Dorr. I do not know about the other two entities. 

Senator Harkin. Well 

Mr. Dorr. I know that the OIG did an investigation. I don’t 
know — frankly, that they addressed the inappropriate division of 
shares. I didn’t — I’m not cognizant that that was the issue. 

Senator Harkin. Yes, they did. There was also a special team 
from ESA sent out to investigate this. Now, again, I will have those 
put in the record. I just want to make it clear that it was not just 
the End-of-the-Year Review Committee. 

Mr. Dorr. I would also add that the county committee. Senator, 
early on made a determination that there was not an issue here 
too. 

Senator Harkin. The county committee decided that there was 
not a shares violation. 

Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. 

Senator Harkin. Did they have all the appropriate documenta- 
tion in their hands at that time by which they needed to make that 
decision? 

Mr. Dorr. I don’t know. They had all the documentation that 
they had requested. 

Senator Harkin. A lot of this came to light later on after the 
county had made their decision. I don’t know if the county ever 
went back and reviewed it. I don’t think so. 

I am told, Mr. Dorr, that the State ESA Committee did, in fact, 
go back to the county committee and ask them to reexamine it, and 
that the county committee did, in fact, find a shares violation. Is 
that correct? I am told by my counsel that that is correct. Again, 
the county committee did not initially found a shares violation, but 
when they went back and investigated it later on, after they had 
the documentation that they needed, they did find a shares viola- 
tion. 

Mr. Dorr. OK. If the end-of-year review committee recommenda- 
tions went to the county and the county concurred, then, yes, they 
did. 

Senator Harkin. Correct me if I am wrong. Mr. Dorr, did you 
just say that the trustees requested to meet with the county com- 
mittee and were not allowed? 

Mr. Dorr. No. I said that the trustees requested a meeting with 
the end-of-year review committee to review their decision, and that 
was not allowed. 
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Senator Harkin. Well, Mr. Dorr, I am a little confused here be- 
cause I have some minutes here of a meeting that took place at 9 
a.m., December 5, 1996. 

[Pause.] 

Senator Harkin. You did meet with the county committee. 

Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. 

Senator Harkin. At the end of the year. 

Mr. Dorr. I shouldn’t say that’s correct. This is 9, going on 10 
years ago, so I don’t frankly have a document listing all those 
meetings, nor do I have that available. 

Senator Harkin. It looks as though you did have a chance to 
meet with the county committee, but whether you met with the 
end-of-year review committee I cannot determine that. I don’t know 
that. 

I ask that copies of all three of those — the end-of-year review 
committee, the investigation by the OIG, and the special team from 
the FSA — all be included in the record, and Senator Crapo acting 
for you said that that would be OK. 

The Chairman. Without objection. 

Senator Harkin. Now, let’s turn to the Harold E. Dorr Irrev- 
ocable Family Trust. I ask you to look at a document that was at- 
tached to a letter from Secretary Veneman. 

Senator Salazar. Can I have 1 minute? I have another meeting 
that I have to run to. 

Senator Harkin. I would be glad to yield. 

The Chairman. Senator Salazar. 

Senator Salazar. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Dorr, I very much appreciated the response that you sent to 
me concerning the letter that I wanted from you outlining six dif- 
ferent areas under which you wanted to work on an agenda on 
rural development. I am going to formally request of you that you 
get to me something that elatorates on each of the six points that 
you set forth in that letter. What I am looking for, prior to making 
my decision on how to move forward with this vote, is an action 
plan under each of the six subjects that you discuss in your letter. 
Will you agree to do that for me? 

Mr. Dorr. We will take a look at that, and we will do the best 
we can, yes. Senator. 

Senator Salazar. OK. I am telling you, Mr. Dorr, what I really 
want here is a specific set of an action plan that you intend to im- 
plement over the next 4 years while you serve in this position, if 
confirmed. That will be very important to me as I move forward in 
my deliberation on this decision. 

Mr. Dorr. Senator, I am not trying to be evasive. I will do the 
best I can in all of those, yes. 

Senator Salazar. Thank you. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you. Senator. 

Senator Harkin. Thank you. Senator. 

Mr. Dorr, you have a copy of a letter and attachments that were 
sent to me on June 27, 2002, stamp dated that time, signed by Ann 
Veneman, Secretary of Agriculture, with attachments thereto. I 
asked my staff to give that to you. 

Mr. Dorr. I have it. 
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Senator Harkin. I would ask you to look at it. Isn’t it true that 
the Harold E. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust had to repay 
$17,151.87 because they were also found to have a shares violation 
for the 1994 and 1995 crop years? 

Mr. Dorr. I’m not privy to the specific details of that, but gen- 
erally speaking that’s correct. 

Senator Harkin. Well, that was stated in the letter back here 
from Michael Houston, County Executive Director, to the Harold E. 
Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust, c/o Donald J. Dorr, stating that the 
county committee had determined that the trust owed $17,151.87 
plus interest as applicable. Again, they found that they had a 
shares violation for 1994 and 1995 crop years. 

At the top of page 59, again, referring back to the record of 2002, 
following a reference to the repayment by the Melvin Dorr Family 
Trust, Senator Dayton asked you this: 

“You have described here having a similar arrangement with the 
Harold Dorr Trust?” 

You said, “That is correct.” 

Just a few lines later, again Senator Dayton, referring to the 
Harold Dorr Trust, said, “It was the same arrangement as with the 
other trust.” 

You said, “It was the same arrangement with the other trust, 
and the reason these were set up was because my uncle, shortly 
before his death, asked me to do that.” 

Now, this is all in the record, and again, I ask you: Is this record 
correct? 

Mr. Dorr. As far as I know, yes. 

Senator Harkin. Both the Melvin Dorr and the Harold Dorr Ir- 
revocable Family Trusts had the same arrangement with Pine 
Grove Farm, your company. Is that correct? 

Mr. Dorr. Both trusts were set up as owner-operators at the 
FSA office. Both engaged Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm and Tom Dorr 
to provide custom farming services, marketing services, manage- 
ment and land stewardship services, which we were reimbursed for 
by those trusts, that was the arrangement. 

Senator Harkin. That is how you filed it at the county office? 

Mr. Dorr. We filed the trusts. I filed the Melvin G. Dorr Irrev- 
ocable Family Trust. The Harold Dorr Family Trust filed theirs. I 
believe my aunt made the original filing back in 1988 or 1989 as 
owner-operators, yes. 

Senator Harkin. As for your signing papers as the ASCS office 
or FSA on behalf of the Harold Dorr Trust, on page 48 of the 
record, you said, “I believe the record shows that I had power of 
attorney for the various family entities with regard to filing papers 
at the ASCS or now the FSA office.” You had the power of attorney 
signing all this? 

Mr. Dorr. I had the power of attorney to sign these myriad of 
forms at the FSA or ASCS office at the time, yes. I did not — I be- 
lieve, the record shows that, too, that I did not file any of the forms 
for the Harold Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust indicating that it was 
an owner-operator. I believe that was done by my Aunt Belva that 
was the trustee. 

Senator Harkin. Was that done by Donald Dorr? 
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Mr. Dorr. I believe that was done back in 1988 or 1989 by my 
Aunt Belva Dorr. 

Senator Harkin. Well, I have here a copy of a CCC-477, which 
indicates that all of the shares go to the trust. I see that. The sig- 
nature is Harold E. Dorr Irrev. — I-r-r-e-v. — Family Trust, and it’s 
signed by Thomas Dorr. 

Mr. Dorr. That was what form? 

Senator Harkin. POA — that’s the Form CCC-477, which I un- 
derstand is the form that you sign up intending to participate in 
the 

Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. 

Senator Harkin [continuing]. Program, in the program. 

Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. 

Senator Harkin. This was 

Mr. Dorr. I don’t believe that’s the form that indicates that it’s 
an owner-operator. 

Senator Harkin. Here is 1995 and here is 1994 and here is 1993, 
and all three are signed by you, power of attorney. POA, I assume 
that’s what that stands for. 

Mr. Dorr. Correct. 

Senator Harkin. What it says is that a 100 percent share, all, 
every one of them, and you signed it. 

Mr. Dorr. On the Form 477s? 

Senator Harkin. Yes. 

Mr. Dorr. Yes. 

Senator Harkin. Well, this is the form on which you attest as to 
where the percent shares go, and it says all, and it’s to the Harold 
E. Dorr Trust, not the Melvin Dorr Trust. 

Mr. Dorr. Yes. 

[Pause.] 

Senator Harkin. Yes, my counsel tells me that is right, that the 
years I just mentioned and the documents I have here, the copies 
of the CCC-477S for 1993, 1994, and 1995, were for the same years 
where you claimed that it was operated as a custom farming oper- 
ation. Is that right? 

Mr. Dorr. Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm was hired by those trusts — 
that trust to do the custom farming, to do the marketing, land 
stewardship, land management for the trusts, and they were com- 
pensated accordingly. 

Senator Harkin. OK. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that a copy of 
these be made part of the record in their entirety. 

The Chairman. Do you want to identify exactly what they are? 

Senator Harkin. Yes, these are copies of three forms, CCC-477s 
for the Department of Agriculture. I will go through them seriatim 
here. The first one I guess I would identify as being 1993, and I 
don’t know if the codes mean anything or not. 

The Chairman. Just some general description so we can 
make 

Senator Harkin. OK. These are CCC-477 forms signed by Mr. 
Dorr, one for 1993, one for 1994, and one for 1995. 

The Chairman. They will be entered without objection. 

Senator Harkin. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

[The forms CCC-477, signed by Mr. Dorr, for the years 1993, 
1994, and 1995 can be found in the appendix on page 196.] 
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Senator Harkin. OK. Now we have established clearly that trail, 
that, in fact, when you signed those documents, you signed it as 
a custom farming arrangement. Now, there was some discussion 
about whether you si^ed those, but it is, in fact, that you did sign 
those papers, indicating 100-percent share of the payments and 
that it is a custom farming arrangement. I just want to make sure 
that so far we agree on that, that you signed those papers indi- 
cating that it was a custom farming arrangement, that all shares 
should go to the trust, Harold E. Dorr Trust. 

Mr. Dorr. I signed those forms indicating that the Harold Dorr 
Trust — Harold Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust was the owner and 
the operator. They were free to go out and hire whoever they want- 
ed to do the farming operations. 

Senator Harkin. There is a block on there that says percent 
shares, and you said all, and you signed to that. 

Mr. Dorr. I said that all the shares of the farm program pay- 
ments would go to the Harold E. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust as 
directed by the trustees of that trust to do so. 

Senator Harkin. Exactly. Again, Mr. Dorr, the repayment from 
the Harold Dorr Trust to USDA was because USDA found a shares 
violation based on their determination that it was not custom farm- 
ing but instead it was, they concluded, a crop share arrangement. 

Again, I am not asking what you believe. I am asking what 
USDA found. Is that correct, that they found this not to be a cus- 
tom farming but a crop share arrangement? 

Mr. Dorr. Apparently so. 

Senator Harkin. Now, I just want to review briefly the history 
of the arrangements between Dorr’s Pine Grove Farms and the two 
trusts — the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust and the Har- 
old E. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust. Can we have that chart here 
again? 

Mr. Chairman, I ask the indulgence of the committee just a sec- 
ond to put a chart up. 

This may look familiar, Mr. Dorr. We had this in 1992 — I am 
sorry, in 2002. Of all the different entities and arrangements that 
you had from crop year 1988 to 1992. 

Let’s do a little bit of a history here. On page 65 of this record — 
and I want to look at that now myself On page 65 of the record — 
I am referring now to the record of the hearing of 2002. You testi- 
fied that until 1988, I am sorry, or 1989, Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm 
had a crop share arrangement with these two family trusts. Again, 
it seems here that you were not certain which year it changed. Is 

Mr. Dorr'. Yes, it was 1988 or 1989. 

Senator Harkin. Prior to that, you testified that it was a crop 
share arrangement. 

Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. 

Senator Harkin. Again, on page 65, Mr. Dorr, you said, “I do not 
know what year exactly it was. Senator, whether it was 1989 or 
1988. I cannot remember for sure what year it was.” 

“The Chairman. This is the same operation” — “the same oper- 
ation” — “that you had from 1989 to 1995, but during that period of 
time you called it custom farming for those years.” 

“Mr. Dorr. That is correct.” 
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“The Chairman. Before, it was crop share; after that, it was cus- 
tom farming, and yet nothing else had changed?” 

I wanted to find this exact quote here. You said, “Correct, 

[except that] my uncle [had] approached me.” 

It certainly appears that nothing changed, even according to your 
own testimony, except how you characterized the arrangement to 
the USDA office and the paperwork that you or perhaps your aunt 
had on occasion signed at USDA. It looks like whatever was being 
done before 1988 or 1989 continued on, the same arrangement con- 
tinued on, nothing changed, except how you presented that to the 
local county office. 

Now, again, to shed some further light on the history of these ar- 
rangements, I want to direct your attention to this document pro- 
vided to the committee as an attachment to a letter from Secretary 
Veneman dated June 27, 2002, which I referred to earlier. This 
document contains information on payments and shares for years 
from 1988 through 1993 for both the Melvin G. Dorr and Harold 
E. Dorr Trusts. 

Now, that would be back here on — there’s a page that has Harold 
Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust and then at the bottom it has Mel- 
vin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust. 

I want you to look at the figures for the years that were not in- 
volved in the audits that resulted in repayments to USDA; that is, 
for the Melvin G. Dorr Trust, that would be 1988, 1989, 1990, 
1991. For the Harold Dorr Trust, that would be 1988 to 1993 — I 
am sorry. The first one would be 1988 to 1992. That is the Melvin 
Dorr Trust. The Harold Dorr Trust was 1988 to 1993. 

Now, what these figures on this page is that in 1988 through 
1993 the Melvin Dorr Trust had a 100-percent CCC-477 share, 
and for 1990 through 1993 the Harold Dorr Trust had a 100-per- 
cent CCC-477 share; and that for all 5 years, the trusts were 
signed up to receive 100 percent of the Farm Program payments. 
That is what this shows. Is that correct? 

Mr. Dorr. Apparently. 

Senator Harkin. The document shows that for the years 1988 
through 1992, the Melvin Dorr Trust received USDA payments of 
$35,377. Further, for the years 1988 through 1993, the Harold Dorr 
Trust received at least $35,025 in USDA payments. 

Now, it had to be more than that since the payment information 
for 1988 and 1989 is not available, as this thing shows. Again, I 
hope — do you agree on those figures? 

Mr. Dorr. I have no records to know whether or not those fig- 
ures are correct, but if you have them from the FSA office 

Senator Harkin. This is from the FSA office. 

Mr. Dorr. That’s the best that I have access to. 

Senator Harkin. I have asked for this to be put in the record. 
I already asked for this to be put in the record. 

Again, apart from the money that was paid to USDA by these 
trusts, there is an additional amount in excess of $70,000 in earlier 
years that was received under the same facts and circumstances 
that led USDA to require repayment of amounts received in 1993, 
1994, and 1995. Now, again, this is before any penalties or interest. 
That $70,000 was not looked into, nor was it repaid. It seems clear 
that it stands on exactly the same basis as the money that the 
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trusts were required to pay back to USDA. Again, the reason they 
had to pay that money back was that the nature of the farming ar- 
rangements was not truly represented to USDA. You, Mr. I)orr, 
were the person principally involved in making these representa- 
tions and signing these representations to the USDA. 

Mr. Chairman, I am pointing out and the reason for this whole 
line of questioning was to point out that through all these years, 
prior to 1988 up to 1995, that the farming operations between Pine 
Grove Farms, Inc., of which Mr. Tom Dorr was the sole stock- 
holder, shareholder, I guess along with his wife, the arrangement 
that Pine Grove Farms had with these trusts remained the same. 
By his own testimony, Mr. Dorr said that nothing changed except 
how it was represented to USDA. If it was a crop share basis be- 
fore, it has never been fully explained, Mr. Dorr, why it was not 
a crop share arrangement afterward because you testified that it 
was the same basic operation. The only thing that changed is what 
you said to USDA. If it was crop share before, why wasn’t it crop 
share after that? 

Mr. Dorr. As I’ve indicated. Senator, those decisions were made 
17 years ago. They were made at aging parents and aging aunts 
and uncles. They were made for legitimate management reasons. 
We did not agree with the end-of-year review. It was interesting to 
me that once the Melvin G. Dorr end-of-year review was done, they 
never did an end-of-year review on the Harold Dorr Irrevocable 
Family Trust until I became nominated. 

We don’t agree with the ruling. We think that the management 
fees, the marketing fees, the stewardship fees that were paid were 
appropriate. That’s what the arrangement was. 

Senator Harkin. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have asked myself — and 
this has gone back to the first times of this hearing when all this 
came out — why was all this done? Mr. Dorr by his own words re- 
corded on a conversation with his brother that has been extensively 
viewed — or listened to, himself said why it was done, not for aging 
aunts and uncles or anything like that, but, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to request that the 7 minutes of that tape be played for this 
committee to hear. 

The Chairman. As per our previous agreement, the CD of this 
recording will be played. I assume you have some mechanism 
to 

Senator Harkin. Well, I asked the staff. I don’t know this stuff. 

[CD played.] 

Senator Harkin. Mr. Chairman, the transcript of this tape was 
not put in the record previously yet. I would ask that the transcript 
be made a part of the record. 

The Chairman. Without objection. 

[The transcript of Mr. Dorr’s recorded conversation with his 
brother can be found in the appendix on page 201.] 

Senator Harkin. Well, there you have it. Mr. Dorr, you did that, 
as you said by your own words. By your own words. You say some 
interesting things: first, it has always been done that way; and 
then, second, that you say that you have done this to avoid the 
minimum payment limitation. Is that not correct? 

Mr. Dorr. I believe I also indicated that it was appropriate to 
do that when we did it. 
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Senator Harkin. Wait a minute. It was appropriate to file — to 
change the filing of your operation from crop share to custom farm- 
ing in order to avoid minimum — in order to avoid the payment lim- 
itations. You say that that was correct, that was OK to do that? 

Mr. Dorr. I believe that everything we registered with the FSA 
office at the time we did it was legal and appropriate, yes. 

Senator Harkin. Well, Mr. Dorr, this is what is really baffling 
here in that you have said on the record that it was custom farm- 
ing, and yet here in this phone conversation, you say it was a crop 
share basis and it sells all the crop and it reimburses us with a 
50/50 split basis. 

Now, either what you said on the tape is wrong or what you filed 
with USDA is wrong. They both cannot be right. USDA did not say 
it was correct. That is why they asked the trusts to pay the money 
back. They did not find it appropriate. You say it is appropriate. 
USDA did not say it was appropriate when they revisited it. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, that is really the essence of that. I have one 
other letter that I wanted to include in the record, and that was 
the letter — do you have that letter? Where is it? 

I asked Professor Neil Harl at Iowa State University, who knows 
a lot about farming arrangements and trusts, and is a recognized 
expert — he is the Charles F. Curtiss Distinguished Professor in Ag- 
riculture at Iowa State — to look at all of these arrangements. That 
letter is dated July 29, 2002, and I would ask that that letter be 
made a part of the record. 

The Chairman. Without objection. 

[The letter dated July 29, 2002 of the Charles F. Curtis 
Distinguised Professor in Agriculture at Iowa State, can be found 
in the appendix on page 204.] 

Senator Harkin. Again, Mr. Chairman, I really thank you for 
your indulgence in this matter. This is something that has both- 
ered me for a long time and continues to bother me. I hope I will 
be done here very shortly and we will be out of here. 

The deficiency payments varied each year. When the producer 
signs up for the Farm Program in the spring on those forms, the 
477 forms, the producer does not know the final deficiency payment 
rate. Mr. Dorr could not have predicted what the deficiency pay- 
ment would be in future years, but he certainly could have known 
that in the case of low corn prices, his Pine Grove Farm could ex- 
ceed the payment limitation if the payments went to Pine Grove 
Farm, as they should, under a crop share arrangement. 

USDA found that the farming arrangement between the two 
trusts and Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm was not truly represented to 
USDA. It was represented as custom farming. USDA concluded it 
was a crop share lease. 

Now, again, Mr. Dorr has said he disagrees with USDA’s finding, 
but Mr. Dorr signed the papers to the effect that it was custom 
farming, but on this telephone conversation openly says, “I get a 
crop share on this arrangement.” Both cannot stand individually. 

What would the motivation be for that change, that change that 
happened in 1988 or 1989 when, by his own words, Mr. Dorr says 
nothing changed in the farming operation. He went down to the 
ASCS office and changed the way that it was represented. 
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Well, what is the motivation? We heard the tape. Calling is cus- 
tom farming moved USDA payments to the trust that should have 
gone to Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm in a crop share which USDA found 
was the really true arrangement here. Mr. Dorr said in his re- 
sponse to a question from Senator Conrad, page 393 — this was a 
written question submitted by Senator Conrad. Mr. Dorr said that 
there was no exceeding of payment limitations in any of the years, 
even if the payments to the trusts and Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm are 
all combined. That is not the point. The issue is whether misrepre- 
senting the actual farming operation had to do with evading the 
potential to exceed payment limitations. 

If we use Mr. Dorr’s chosen method of combining the trust pay- 
ments plus the payments to Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm — let’s use that 
method. If you combine the trust payments plus the payments to 
Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm, remember, it was evading the potential to 
exceed the payment limitation for Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm that is 
the issue. 

If you look at the potential maximum combined payments, we see 
the combined payments could have exceeded $50,000 in 1989, in 
1991, and perhaps even 1990 or 1992, had they been paid as a crop 
share basis rather than custom farming. 

Again, that really is the point of what we are trying to point out 
here. The fact that, as I have said before, someone who is entrusted 
with a high position as Under Secretary of Agriculture, with this 
in the background, sends a very bad signal to farmers, to anyone 
who is partaking of Government programs. 

Now, I have never said that people should not try to minimize 
their taxes or things like that, as long as it is done legally. As long 
as things are done legally and forthrightly, and as long as things 
are done in a way not to cheat the Government or misrepresent 
how an entity is structured — well, if you do it that way, then that 
is wrong. 

Anyway, just a second. I am sorry. Mr. Chairman, one other 
thing, just to — I hope this is the last — have a table put into the 
record at this point regarding farm payment scenarios with target 
prices and loan rates for the years 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993, 
and 1994. 

The Chairman. Without objection. 

[The table of farm payment scenarios with target prices and loan 
rates for years 1989, 1990, 1991, 1992, 1993, and 1994 can be 
found in the appendix on page 207.] 

Senator Harkin. Mr. Dorr, you were a trustee of the Melvin G. 
Dorr irrevocable family trust, is that correct? 

Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. 

Senator Harkin. Are you still a trustee of that? 

Mr. Dorr. No. 

Senator Harkin. Were you at this time in question also a trustee 
of the Harold E. Dorr? 

Mr. Dorr. No. 

Senator Harkin. Just the Melvin G. Dorr 

Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. 

Senator Harkin [continuing]. Irrevocable family trust. You also 
had power of attorney for the Melvin G. Dorr irrevocable family 
trust? 
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Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. 

Senator Harkin. Again, Mr. Dorr, my question here gets to how 
you see your responsibilities. Now, again, I realize that families 
want to keep farms as viable operations. Is not your fiduciary re- 
sponsibility as a trustee of the Melvin G. Dorr irrevocable family 
trust, is not your responsibility and obligation to get the best pos- 
sible return for the trust? 

Mr. Dorr. Sure. 

Senator Harkin. Do you believe that the arrangement that you 
had set up gave them the best return? 

Mr. Dorr. The custom farming and management arrangement 
we had set up was a good return for them, yes. 

Senator Harkin. Well, did you ever consider relinquishing your 
position as trustee during the years that you, through Dorr’s Pine 
Grove Farm and PGF seeds, purchased inputs, farmed the land, 
and marketed the grain? Are you not also operating in Pine Grove’s 
interest at that time? 

Mr. Dorr. Obviously, yes. 

Senator Harkin. You did not consider relinquishing your position 
as trustee of the Melvin G. Dorr irrevocable family trust? Again, 
the reason I ask that question, because if you assume this position 
of under secretary, then you have certain responsibilities and com- 
mitments. It has to be clearly delineated where those interests and 
where those responsibilities lie. Again, I would think as a trustee 
that you would have recognized that that was in conflict with your 
operations, or could potentially be a conflict with your operations 
on Pine Grove Farms and with the arrangements that you had 
with the Melvin G. Dorr irrevocable family trust. 

I just have a couple of things. I want to loop back again where 
I started. Actually, I was going to finish on this, but I started on 
it, and that has to do with the letter that you sent me in 1999, Oc- 
tober 8, 1999, and again, in which you say that — well, first of all, 
you are complaining about the access fee, the Federal universal ac- 
cess fee under telephone charges, which I in 2002 pointed out that 
this money helps rural communities. Here is what you said: With 
these kind of taxation and subsidies, you collectively are respon- 
sible for turning Iowa into a State of peasants totally dependent on 
your largesse. Should you decide to take a few side trips to the 
Iowa countryside, you will see an inordinate number of homes sur- 
rounded by five to 10 cars. The homes generally have a value of 
less than $10,000, which just confirms my 10-car, $10, 000-home 
theory. The more you try to help, the more you hinder. The results 
are everywhere. 

Again, Mr. Dorr, 3 years later, I would like to ask you again to 
explain the $10, 000-home, 10-car theory. What is that theory? 
What is it a theory of? 

Mr. Dorr. It’s appropriately stated in my note to you at the time, 
that was from a constituent to a Senator, not under the guise of 
the expectation that it would be something presented at a hearing. 

I feel pretty passionately. Senator, about creating economic op- 
portunities in rural America so those perhaps hardest — some of us 
have the opportunity to gain an economic foothold to build equity. 
As a matter of fact, in the context of my operation and my busi- 
ness, I work very, very closely with my associates, helped one of 
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them get a college education, helped another one buy a couple of 
homes, and get started so he had home ownership. The essence of 
it is, is that if you — every time you turn around they have more 
taxes to pay, it becomes more and more difficult for them to get the 
leg up that they need. 

That was an outgrowth of my frustration with the increase in 
that particular tax at the time, that was stimulated, actually, by 
one of my associates who came out to me and showed it to me. It 
is absolutely no reflection on my view or my attitude about those 
in rural America that need a leg up and that we clearly work with, 
rural development, and that I have a long history of having worked 
with in my community and in a number of things that I have been 
involved with over the years. 

To the extent that sheds any light on that comment, that’s prob- 
ably the best I can do at this point. 

Senator Harkin. Well, first of all, I would point out, again, as I 
did in the record at that time, that the national access fee you com- 
plained about for $4.31 was not a tax, even though you might have 
thought it was. It is the cost that long-distance companies pay the 
local telephone companies to cover some of the fixed costs. The tax 
that you had here was the universal access fee, it was 3 cents. You 
called it confiscatory. I pointed out at the time that a lot of this 
goes to help our rural schools, hospitals, and things like that. 

This idea that somehow the more you help, the more you hinder, 
I asked you at the time — and I will refer back to the hearing — I 
said. Well, I still find this a little baffling. Then you said, “The 
more you try to help, the more you hinder.” 

Mr. Dorr, it seems to me, as under secretary for rural develop- 
ment you are there to help people. If you have an attitude that the 
more you help, the more you hinder them, I don’t understand how 
you can carry that out. I assume, and I can only read this as plain 
English, you talk about Government maintaining a constituency 
dependent on Government revenue, the more you try to help, the 
more you hinder. The results are everywhere. Again, I am reading 
from the record, on Page 80 of that hearing in 2002. 

Well, Mr. Dorr, the way I look at it, it seems that the Dorr family 
has benefited a lot from Government help. 

“Did not the Dorr farms receive farmers home loans back during 
the farm crisis of the 1980’s?” 

“Mr. Dorr: I don’t believe we received a farmers home loan. I be- 
lieve I received a guaranteed loan the 1980’s, that’s correct.” 

“The Chairman. That is a guaranteed loan?” 

“Mr. Dorr. That’s correct. I appreciated it.” 

“The Chairman. You went to college. Did you get student loans?” 

“Mr. Dorr. Yes, I did.” 

“The Chairman. Those were Government-backed?” 

“Mr. Dorr. Yes.” 

“The Chairman. You have received farm payments?” 

“Mr. Dorr. Yes.” 

“The Chairman. From the Federal Government?” 

“Obviously.” 

“Has all this hindered you?” 

Well, you went on to say no, then you went on to make a com- 
ment about mega-farms. 
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I guess it is that attitude, and I am trying to find out — that is 
why I asked if you had looked at the record. In my opening state- 
ment, I asked if you had looked at the record and was there any- 
thing you wanted to complete or correct. I guess what I was looking 
for, perhaps, was, that had you been, now, the length of time that 
you have been down at the Department and you have been working 
in these capacities, that maybe the more you help, the more you 
hinder is not quite the correct way to look at many of these things. 
I don’t know. I don’t know how to interpret it other than what was 
said there, other than you just wrote it in a moment of anger. I 
can understand people sometimes flying off the handle and stuff 
like that. If that is what it was, hey, I can accept that. If that was 
just I flew off the handle and I got ticked off 1 day and I wrote 
my Senator. I can understand that. 

Are you saying that this really does — does this reflect your phi- 
losophy or does it not reflect your philosophy now? 

Mr. Dorr. Senator, I just explained to you what my philosophy 
was. I said earlier in the day what my philosophy is and what my 
views are of the things and the opportunities that we have at rural 
development to do. I believe that my background and characteriza- 
tion, my passion for assisting the minority communities that we 
talked about earlier, and all the others involved in rural develop- 
ment are pretty clearly part of the record. To suggest that I believe 
that the more we help, the more we hinder — that is clearly not 
true. 

Senator Harkin. Thank you. I appreciate that. 

Last — I see Senator Grassley has come back — I do want to, 
again — I just want to comment on the bandwidth issue. Now, you 
have been down at the Department for the last 3 years or so in a 
key position. You served for over 1 year as under secretary for 
rural development, during which time the 2002 Farm bill was in 
effect. There is a provision in the Farm bill that provides for low- 
interest loans to private entities for getting broadband to rural 
communities, with a preference for those communities with less 
than 2,500, population. 

Now, Senator Grassley was with me last year when we talked 
about that to President Bush in Des Moines. You can correct me 
if I am wrong, you said you had constituents, I know I have had 
constituents in Iowa, private entities who have tried to get these 
loans to get broadband out to small communities, and they have 
been stymied at every turn. Now, if I am off, I am off a little bit 
on this in terms of $1.6 billion, but there is still about $1.6 billion 
sitting there that could go out. When you responded to Senator 
Grassley earlier, you said. Well, if I get there then we will get out- 
side experts to look at it. 

That money has been there for 3 years. You were under secretary 
for a year. You have been in a key advisory position down there 
for 3 years. Yet, nothing has happened. You mentioned bandwidth 
in your opening statement. Well, Mr. Dorr, I don’t see anything 
happening down there. With a provision that was put in the Farm 
bill, it is mandatory spending. The money is there. I have been ex- 
tremely frustrated, as I know other Senators have been, that this 
money is not getting out to entities. Some of these entities are al- 
ready providing services to communities. It is not that they are 



37 


some fly by-night outfit. In order to get the bottom line to come out, 
they need these low-interest loans, and they can get out to small 
communities all over our State and, I am certain, Georgia and 
other places, too. 

I am — I just want for the record to say that I would like to have 
seen a little bit more action on that up to now than we have seen 
in getting that out. It is nice to hear that you support that, that 
you are interested in getting broadband out. That is wonderful. 
Words just don’t suffice. We have to have some action in that re- 
gard. 

If you have any comment on that. It is not really a question; it 
is more of a statement on my part. 

Mr. Dorr. I agree the program is a good program. We need to 
implement it as aggressively as possible. If I am confirmed, I will 
clearly work very hard on that. 

Senator Harkin. I thank you. I thank you, Mr. Dorr, and, Mr. 
Chairman, again I want to thank you for your indulgence as chair- 
man for letting me pursue this questioning and making the record. 
I just can’t thank you enough for your indulgence. 

The Chairman. Yes, sir. 

[The statement and Biographical information of Mr. Dorr can be 
found in the appendix on page 282.] 

Senator Harkin. Oh — I thought I already asked that. I have a 
letter from Secretary Veneman dated April 12, 2002, that is re- 
ferred to in the Harl letter. I have an order from the court dated 
September 6, 2002, regarding the audio tape. Then documents pro- 
duced pursuant to a court order and the materials were disclosed 
after in camera inspection and redaction of purely private items, 
regarding the audio tape. The minutes of the Cherokee County 
FSA County Committee meeting of June 20, 1996; August 29, 1996; 
November 14, 1996; December 5, 1996; and December 19, 1996. 
Last, the Annual Survey of County Farmland Values prepared by 
Cherokee County FSA dated February 1, 1996. 

The Chairman. Without objection. 

[The letter dated February 1, 1996 of the Annual Survey of 
County Farmland Values prepared by Cherokee County FSA can be 
found in the appendix on page 245.] 

The Chairman. Let me say, first of all, that this issue of farm 
payments has certainly come up a lot in discussion today. It also 
came up quite often in the discussion in the hearing on March 6, 
2002. [ I have statistics here from the Farm Service Agency that 
show that in fiscal year 2001 alone there were thousands of repay- 
ments to USDA.] This includes a number of programs and also in- 
cludes voluntary collections. I am not in any way introducing this 
to condone or agree with what Mr. Dorr did or should have done 
or didn’t do relative to his situation, I do know, as all of us do, that 
farm programs can be very complicated, just like the tax code, and 
that individuals can make mistakes. The Government even makes 
mistakes. I would ask unanimous consent that these FSA statistics 
be included in the record. They will be, without objection. 

[The information referred to in the FSA statistics can be found 
in the appendix on page 194.] 

The Chairman. Also, after Mr. Dorr’s first hearing before this 
committee, on March 6, 2002, the USDA Inspector General received 
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a hotline complaint regarding the statements made on the audio 
tape that was played here today. That prompted a full investiga- 
tion, and Mr. Dorr was subsequently cleared of any wrongdoing. 
According to a report dated May 28, 2002, from Joyce Fleischman, 
Acting Inspector General for USDA, the conversations on that tape 
were the subject of a thorough investigation by OIG and the Iowa 
State FSA Office. I would ask that a copy of that report be included 
in the record. 

Based upon the information developed during the OIG investiga- 
tion, the U.S. Attorney’s Office for the Northern District of Iowa de- 
clined any criminal or civil prosecution of Mr. Dorr, and the OIG 
considers this case to be closed. Quoting from that OIG report, let 
me read this statement: “We feel that we have investigated the 
matters referred to OIG concerning Mr. Dorr fully and consider the 
case to be closed. To date there is no new evidence to warrant reex- 
amination nor the need to open a new investigation.” 

We have requested a copy of that OIG report. I would ask unani- 
mous consent that when it is received, that it be inserted into the 
record. 

[The information referred in the OIG report can be found in the 
appendix on page 303.] 

The Chairman. Is there anything further? 

If not, this hearing stands adjourned. 

[Whereupon, at 1:04 p.m., the committee was adjourned.] 
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SENATOR COLEMAN’S OPENING STATEMENT: 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for holding this hearing on the nomination of Mr. Tom Dorr 
to serve as Undersecretary for Rural Development. 

To date, I have received endorsements of Mr. Dorr from the Minnesota Com Growers; 
the Minnesota Pork Producers; the Minnesota Cattlemen; both Chairman Greg Davids 
and Vice Chairman Greg Blaine of the Minnesota House Agriculture Committee; the 
Southern Minnesota Beet Sugar Cooperative; Cenex-Harvest States Cooperative; the 
Minnesota Wheat Growers; the Minnesota Soybean Growers; and the list goes on. 

Tom’s been good to rural Minnesota and my farm families. Mr. Dorr has visited my 
home state several times in his capacity at USDA. And more often than not he’s bringing 
with him critical infrastructure dollars for the mral Minnesota communities that I serve. 
One of the reasons Minnesota’s wind energy industry has taken off - ours is the fastest 
growing in the country - is thanks to the work that Mr. Dorr has done at USDA. 

Mr. Chairman, I don’t mind senators asking questions and thoroughly vetting nominees. 
It’s our job. But the questions about this nominee have been asked and 
answered. . .several times. And, frankly, as often and as hard as I look, there’s just no 
there there. 

So, Mr. Chairman, we in Minnesota have had a chance to see Mr. Dorr in action, to judge 
him by his record of service. And I have heard nothing but good things about Tom Dorr 
back home. 

Mr. Dorr has already been doing the job - and doing it well. The Senate should finally 
reward him with the title. He’s earned it. 
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®ongrgs0 of tljc Mnitsii states 

Waalfingion, 1® 20515 

April 26, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chairman 

Committee on Agriculture 

Russel! Senate Office Building - Room 328A 

Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Chairman Chambliss: 


As members of the Congressional Black Caucus and Congressional Hispanic Caucus, we write 
with concern to the nomination of Mr. Thomas Dorr for Undersecretary of Agriculture for Rural 
Development. Attached, please find copies of letters sent last year by members of each Caucus. 
The concerns raised in these letters are yet to be adequately addressed. We ask that these issues 
be raised and probed prior to confirmation of Mr. Dorr. 



Melvin L. Watt 


Chair, Congressional Black Caucus 



Very Truly Yours, 



Civil Rights Task Force 


PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER 
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CcHgresg of tte ©nit£5 States 

®BaSl)tngton, SC 20515 


May 23, 2001 


■pie Honorable Tom Haridn 
Ranking Member 

Committee On Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Ro<m73l 

Wadungton D.C^ 20510 
Dear Senator Haridn: 

We are 'writing today to register our deep concern regarding the proposed nomination of Tom Dorr 
for die Undersecretary of Rural Development at die US Department of Agriculture. Recent 
developments have cast doubt tpon the Dorr’s ability to serve all American &rmers in a way 
that is sensitive to their needs and straggles. 

In particular, we are disturbed by recent remadcs attributed to Mr. Dorr regarding ethnic diversity and 
economic development On May 10, the DesMoines Register quoted Mr. Dorr as saying the 
following: 

This is not at all the correct environment to say this, but I diink you ought to perhaps 
go out and look at what you perceive die dnee most successfid nnal economic 
environments m this state....you’ll notice -when you get to looking at them that they ’re 
not particularly diverse, at least not edmically di'veise....There’s something diere 
obviously that has enabled them to succeed -very well. 

Given the past record of the United States Department of Agriculture on matters of ethnic diversity 
and civil ri^ts, we are shocked to learn diat the proposed nominee -would expi^ die belief diat 
ethnic diversity is an impediment to economic giowlk Mr. Dorr’s nomination for a jmsition that . 
•would require him to woik in counties -widi extensive edmic diversity makes it difficult for us to 
understand, much less reconcile ourselves to, such seemingly insensitive statements. 

The Congressional Black Caucus has long worked to ameliorate USDA’s historic bias against 
minority fenners and to improve the capacity of USD A to woik •with minority and economically 
disad-vrotagedfenners. Given the ongoing efforts that many members ofthis caucus have made in. 
diis regard, it is possible, even likely, diat to confirm Nfr. Dorr as die Undersecretary for Rural 
Development widiout a deeper investigation into his sentiments regarding ethnic diversity would 
send the message that the Administration lacks anahqiiat^^diiitment to civil tights and minority 
timers. 
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Additionally, we have reservations about reports that Mr. Dorr has proposed that the fiittcre of 
American fenning lies in mega-fems of 225,000 acres. As die American agricultural sector becomes 
increash^y concentrated and mechanized, small and medium size fenns are already firniing it 
difficult to conqjete with larger and more powerful agricultural operations and interests. In recent 
decades small fizmers, especially minority &rmers, have slowly disappeared as our agricultaral 
system has inaeasingiy become dependant iqjon a small number of large ferns. 

As large ferns have gained marketshare, there has been no commensurate improvement in the 
fortunes of small and medium farmers. If they are able to stey in business at all, many of these 
femeis ate forced to fight for an ever dwindling share of the agricultural marice t. M addition, those 
who are unable to maintain the economic viability of their ferns find themselves &ced with limited 
ofif-fem employment and educational opportunities. 

Rather than accepting the demise of the small femer as ahistorical inevitability, his critical, thafihe 
Department of A^culture seek ways in which to harness new and creative means by which to ensure 
that ferns of all sizes can flourish. The future of rural America need not reside only in ever 
increasmg economies of scale and maricet concentration. Rnral America feres struggles that go 
considerably beyond the fields. Rather, it faces issues of crumbling infirastructure, lack of planning 
capacity, outmigration of youA, and a growing digital divide between urban and rural communities. 
Any policy for rural America wbich does not recognize the interplay of these many complex and 
intersecting concems does rural Amoica injustice. 

As you move forward with the consideration of the nomination of Mr. Dorr for the Undersecretary 
of Rural Development at USDA, we urge you to carefully consider the concerns fiiat we have 
enumerated here. In particular, we urge you to delay confirmation until you have an adequate 
satisferiion that Mr. Don has the requisite expertise and sensitivity to enable turn to address fiie 
broad range of needs and issues feeing rural America, particulariy issues relating to ethnic diversily 
and small farms . 


Sincerely, 
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C0ii5r«a0 0f tlye states 

1Ba9i;in5ion, 9(!E 20515 

May 22, 2003 

The Honorable Thad Cochran The Honorable Tom Harkin 

Chairman Ranking Member 

Committee on Agriculture Committee on Agriculture 

Russell Senate Office Building Russell Senate Office Building 

Room 328A Room 328A 

Washington, DC 20510 Washington, DC 20510 


Dear Chairman Cochran and Ranking Member Harkin; 

On behalf of the Congressional Hispanic Caucus, we write to express our continued opposition 
to the confirmation of Thomas Dorr for Undersecretary of Agriculture for Rural Development. 
Furthermore, we urge that Mr. Doit’s confirmation process not bypass the required hearings 
necessary to provide a full accounting of Mr. Dorr’ s very troubling views on agriculture and his 
equally upsetting stated views on racial divosity in America. 

This opposition is not arbitrary, but based on reasonable concerns. Our opposition is based on 
Mr. Dorr’s vocal stances on his vision of fanning and his resistance to sustainable agriculture. 
One of the biggest threats to independent producers, farm workers, and rural communities is the 
growing corporate control of the nation’s food production system. Undersecretary Don’s vision 
of farming is one of 225,000 acre operations - one farm for every 350 square miles. This is 656 
times the size of the average farm. Such a vision is antithetical to a broader vision of broad- 
based and equitably distributed growth for all of rural America. 

In addition, in comments made publicly and reported in the Des Moines press, Mr. Dorr believes 
that diversity of race, ethnicity, and religion detract from economic productivity. He claimed in 
a meeting in 1999 that three of Iowa’s more prosperous counties do well economically because 
“they have been very non-diverse in their ethnic background and their religious background.” 
These comments are puzzling, and raise concerns about his racial sensitivity. 

The Undersecretary of Rural Development must support a viable and equitable vision for our 
rural communities. Mr. Dorr’s opposition to sustainable agriculture programs, support for 
corporate control of farms, and his contention that economic prosperity can be contributed to 
lack of ethnic and religious diversity are the worst possible answers to the economic, social and 
environmental problems facing farm workers and their communities in rural America. Based on 
hfr. Dorr’s background and his tenure at the U.S. Department of Agriculture, it is easy to 
understand why both civil rights and farmer interest organizations have opposed him, his 
extreme corporate views and racial insensitivity. 

The Congressional Hispanic Caucus, Latinos, farmers, farmworkers, and farmer organizations 
throughout the country oppose the confirmation of Thomas Dorr. What we need are USDA 
officials who represent family fanners, farmworkers, and sensible farm policies. Farmers from 
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his own state and from throu^out the country oppose his confirmation. This opposition may 
explain why President Bush found it necessary to initially appoint Undersecretoy Dorr through a 
recess appointment rather than allowing his nomination to move through a transparent and 
formal process in the US Senate. Last, the appointment of Mr. Dorr does little to improve the 
image of an agency plagued with dvil ri^ts violations and class action lawsuits from minority 
femiers. 


For all of these reasons, we strongly oppose the confirmation of Mr. Thomas Dorr and strongly 
urge that his views and tenure at USDA be explored in confirmation hearings. 


Sincerely, 
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Member of Congress Member of Congress 


CC: Senate Majority Leader Frist 

Senate Minority Leader Daschle 

Senate Judiciary Committee Chairman Hatch 

Senate Judiciary Committee Ranking Member Leahy 
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Letters received in support of the nomination of Tom Dorr from 85 organizations and 14 
individuals. 

CORPORATIONS: 

Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation 
Black Farmers and & Agriculturalists Association, Arkansas Chapter 
Action 22 
City of Trinidad 

Agricultural Retailers Association 

CropLife America 

National Renderers Association 

Colorado Department of Agriculture 

Colorado Farm Bureau 

National Bison Association 

Farm Credit Council 

National Grain Sorghum Producers 

Renewable Fuels Association 

Biotechnology Industry Organization 

American Soybean Association 

The Fertilizer Institute 

US Rice Producers 

American Feed Industry Association 

National Oilseed Processors Association 

International Dairy Foods Association 

Com Refiners Association 

National Biodiesel Board 

The “Next Mile” Project 

The Governor of Guam 

Hawaii Department of Agriculture 

Green Real Estate & Auction 

Iowa Central Community College 

Iowa State University 

Minnesota House Representatives 

Minnesota Pork Producers Association 

Bootheel Resource Conservation and Development, Inc. 

College of Agriculture, University of Missouri-Columbia 

Missouri Com Growers Association 

Missouri Department of Agriculture 

Missouri Farm Bureau Federation 

Missouri Pork Association 

Pemiscot-Dunklin Electric Cooperative, Inc. 

Middle Township 
Langston University 
Wisconsin Com Program 
Wisconsin Realtors Association 
American Farm Bureau Federation 
American Meat Association 
American Soybean Association 

National Association of Latino/Hispanic Farmers & ranchers 

National Association of Wheat Growers 

National Cattlemen’s Beef Association 

National Chicken Council 

National Com Growers Association 

National Cotton Council 

National Credit Union Administration 

National Milk Producers Federation 

National Pork Producers Council 

National Turkey Federation 
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United Egg Association 
United Egg Producers 

United Fresh Fruits and Vegetables Association 
USA Rice Federation 
CHS, Inc. (Cenex) 

Cherokee Area Economic Development Corporation 

Colorado Potato Administrative Committee 

Cotton Growers Cooperative 

Council for Affordable and Rural Housing 

Frontier Spinning Mills 

Impact Seven, Inc. 

Iowa Com Growers Association 
Minnesota Com Growers Association 
Mississippi Action For Community Education, Inc. 

Mortgage Bankers Association 
National Association of Home Builders 
National Council of Farmer Cooperatives 
National Leased Housing Association 
Nebraska Farm Bureau Federation 
North Carolina Farm Bureau Federation 
North Carolina Peanut Growers Association, Inc. 

North Carolina Soybean Producers Association, Inc. 

Oklahoma Fanners Union 

Sheldon Chamber & Development Corporation 

South Dakota Com Growers Association 

South Dakota Farm Bureau 

South Dakota Pork Producers Council 

South Dakota Wheat, Inc. 

Tennessee farm Bureau Federation 
Tri-State Stakeholders 

INDIVIDUALS: 

Apitz, John F., Messerli & Kramer, Minnesota 

Chesnutt, James W., CEO, National Spinning Coirpany, Washington, DC 

Davids, Gergory M., State Representative, Minnesota House of Representatives 

Davis, Dexter, President, Northeast Louisiana Black Farmers and Landowners Association 

Downs, Darrell, Mayor, Marcus Iowa 

Folsom, Jackie, Crooked Brooks Farm, LLC, Cabot, Vermont 

Gibson, Hezekiah, President, United Fanners, USA 

Guthmiller, Marin W., CEO, Orange City Health System, Orange City, Iowa 

King, Calvin R., Dr., Arkansas land and Farm Development Corporation 

Leath, Steven, North Carolina State University 

Ogren, Kenneth, President, Fanners State Bank, Marcus Iowa 

Paige, Ralph, Exec. Dir., Federation of Southern Cooperatives and Land Assistance Fund 
Sand, Charles, President, Sands of Iowa, Marcus, Iowa 
Wheeler, Dan, Columbia, Tennessee 
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April 26, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chairman 

U.S, Senate Committee on Agriculture 
Nutrition, and Forestry 
328 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 


The Honorable Tom Harkin 
Ranking Member 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture 
Nutrition, and Forestry 
328 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 


Dear Chairman Chambliss and Ranking Member Harkin: 


The viability of America’s agriculture industry is dependent upon the strength and prosperity 
of our rural towns and cities. Without rural communities to provide infrastructure and an 
economic foundation, our domestic agricultural production would be drastically limited. 
USDA - Rural Development has been and continues to be an indispensable resource for the 
development and growth of rural America. As such, this agency needs a leader that 
demonstrates passion for strengthening our small towns and creating an improved quality of 
life for rural citizens, which is why we support Thomas Dorr to be Under Secretary for Rural 
Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture. 


Mr. Dorr is extremely well qualified to be Under Secretary for Rural Development. He grew 
up on his family’s farm near the small town of Marcus, Iowa. He returned home after 
receiving a BS degree in business administration from Momingside College to begin a 
successful career as manager of the family farm and grain elevator, which gave him a first- 
hand understanding of the challenges facing family farmers, small businessmen, and small 
town community leaders. He is a person of outstanding character who shared his drive and 
leadership talents in many local, state, and national organizations. 

Our organizations represent many of the 65 million Americans who live and work in rural 
America. We understand the importance of healthy and prosperous rural communities in 
improving the quality of life for our members, attracting the best and brightest young people 
back to our farms and rural businesses, and securing the future of American agriculture. 

We ask you to confirm Tom Dorr as Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development. 
We believe he will be a key member of the new leadership team at the Department of 
Agriculture at a very critical time for rural America. 

Sincerely, 


National Cattlemen ’s Beef Association 
National Corn Growers Association 
USA Rice Federation 
Agricultural Retailers Association 
CropLife America 

United Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Association 
National Renderers Association 


National Council of Farmer Cooperatives 
National Milk Producers Federation 
National Pork Producers Council 
Farm Credit Council 
National Association of Wheat Growers 
National Grain Sorghum Producers 
Renewable Fuels Association 
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Biotechnology Industry Organization 
United Egg Producers 
American Soybean Association 
National Chicken Council 
American Farm Bureau Federation 
The Fertilizer Institute 
US Rice Producers 
American Feed Industry Association 


National Oilseed Processors Association 
United Egg Association 
International Dairy Foods Association 
National Turkey Federation 
National Cotton Council 
Corn Refiners Association 
National Biodiesel Board 
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NcifUi Carolina Sate Uni^sily «s 3 CollBge of Agiieii^re and life Scfeiteea 

imh^rsity ^ 8 constitii^i! ins^ion North Careiina Aprloulfenf 
The Ihriversitv of ftoth C^oiew Rasaarch Saivica 


NC STATE UNIVERSITY 


Campus Box 
Raleigh. NC 27695-7643 

319.51 5.2717 
919.815.7745 (fex) 
3g_fese3fch@ncsu,8cJu 


February 28, 2005 


The Honorable Richard Bun- 
United States Senate 
217 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-3308 

Dear Senator Burr: 

My office is responsible for agricultural research in North Carolina. Our research efforts, 
in accordance with our land grant mission, serve agriculture and foster rural economic 
development. In fact, rural economic development depends on our research but also on 
its implementation. Much of this implementation is linked to leadership in the US. 
Department of Agriculture’s Rural Development sector. 1 believe Thomas C. Dorr will 
advance our joint mission and I support his nomination for Under Secretary for Rural 
Development. 

Mr. Dorr has a strong record in this area and has .shown his support and knowledge of 
programs such as value-added agriculture that we are actively pursuing. His ability to 
work with us and advance our fanners' competitiveness and foster rural economic 
development is critical at this time. 

This office fully endorses his confirmation. 



Interim Associate Dean and Director 

cc: Senator Chambliss 
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Swe UwwefKty is a la«^ CollfigB oi ^licuttnrB and Ufe Seiencas 

grait wiimsity awJ a 0)n$Ptuenl insfftiitim North Cartriilia AsiinHltond 
Ql the UnivBtsily Ntnm Carolina fteMirch Saivice 


NC STATE UNIVERSITY 


Campus Box 7643 
Raleigh. NC 27635-7643 

919.515,2717 
91B.515.7746 (fa*! 
a0_resa0tEh@aGsy.sdu 


February 28, 2005 


The Honorable Elizabeth Dole 
United States Senate 
555 Dirksen Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-3307 

Dear Senator Dole; 

My office is responsible for agricultural research in North Carolina. Our research efforts, 
in accordance with our land grant mission, serve agriculture and foster rural economic 
development. In fact, rural economic development depends on our research but also on 
its implementation. Much of this implementation is linked to leadership in the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture’s Rural Development sector. I believe Thomas C. Dorr will 
advance our joint mission and I support his nomination for Under Secretary for Rural 
Development. 

Mr. Dorr has a strong record in this area and has shown his support and knowledge of 
programs such as value-added agriculture that ws are actively pursuing. His ability to 
work with us and advance our farmers’ competitiveness and foster rural economic 
development is critical at this time. 

This office felly endorses his confirmation. 



Interim Associate Dean and Director 


cc: Senator Chambliss 
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Orange City 
Health System 


Martin W. Guthmiiler 

Chief ExscLitive Officer 


Ai5ril21,2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chair 
Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestty Comraittee 
Russell Senate OfSce Bldg, Room 328A 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss, 

I am writing in support of the nomination of Thomas Dorr to be Under Secretary of 
Agriculture for Rural Development. 

T had the good fortune to meet Wh. Dorr as he provided counsel and assistance to us as 
we sought USDA Loan Guaranty for our replacement ho^ital campus in Orange City, 
Iowa. He personally visited us to gain further insight in to our needs and to 
demonstrate his support. The guaranty was received and our hospital is under 
constiiiction. 


Beyond our project, those of us who met with him were impressed by his vision for 
the role of Rural Development. We believe rural areas have a great deal to offer from, 
lifestyle to economic development. With proper vision and appropriate assistance, 
rural areas can leverage their assets to not only promote local and regional initiatives, 
but state and federal initiatives as well. 

We believe Mr. Dorr can advance these causes and T again offer my endorsement of 
his nomination for this critical position. 



CEO 


400 Ceitral Avenue. N.W. 
Qratge City. Iowa 
510414342 
712-737-5270 
FAX 712-737-5291 

guttmTiT@ixhcalthsystimcprg 


MWG:nip 
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April 21, 2005 

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chair 

Senate Agriculture, Nubition, and Forestry Committee 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Room 328 A 

Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

This letter is in support of the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr of Marcus, Iowa to 
be Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development and to be a member of the 
Board of Directors of the Commodity Credit Corporation. 

Mr. Dorr’s background as a farmer in Northwest Iowa includes serving on the 
Iowa Board of Regents, EHrector of the Com Growers, and member of the Board of the 
Federal Reserve of Chicago and this fffovides a solid base to serve as Under Secretary for 
Rural Development. 

During his leadership as Under Secretary for Rural Development in 2002 we had 
tremendous progress in Rural Development in Northwest Iowa. It is very important for 
us in rural Iowa to have this progress continue, and strongly urge support for the 
nomination. 


Respectfully, 

Charles Sand, President 
Sands of Iowa 
Marcus, Iowa 


Darrell Downs, Mayor 
Marcus, Iowa 



CC 


The Honorable Charles E. Grassley 
The Honorable Tom Harkin 
The Honorable Mike Johanns 
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Gregory M. Davids 

State Repr^entative 
Speaker Pro Tempore 

District 31 B 

Fillmore and Houston Counties 



Minnesota 
House of 
Representatives 


COMMirreES; OHASR, AQHiCtlLTUPE AND FttJRAL DEVELOPMENT 
COMMERCE FWAI«:iAL INSTinJTIONS 
TECHNOLOGY, BIOSCtENC^ AND MEDfCAL PRODUCTS DIVlSIC^ 
TCHIRiSM DIVISION 

frills, 2005 


Senator Norm Coleman 
320 Hart Senate OfSce Building 
■Washin^on, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Coleman: 

I would like to take this opportunity to strongly encourage you to support and vote 
for Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Develc^ment of the US 
Department of Agriculture. 

President George W. Bush, in uommatiug Mr. Doit for this key position at USD A 
Rural Development, is expressing his confidence in the outstanding work already 
perfonned by Mr- Dorr at USDA Rural Development when be served as Under Secretary. 

I would like to focus on three key reasons why Mr. Dorr should be confirmed by 
the Senate as Under Secretary. First, Mr. Dorr is a person of outstanding character and 
integrity. Ehmng the time that he served as Under Secretary, Mr. Dorr provided strong 
leadersWp in the Department on matters relating to a strict adherence of ethics, of the 
rules and regulations governing the agency, and strict accountability concerning the 
Administration of budget matters within USDA Rural Development. 

Second, Mr. Dorr proved himself to be a competent administrator of USDA Rural 
Development during the time that he served as Under Secretary. Mr. Dorr is a man of 
great vision and he provided strong direction and leadership to the state directors who 
administrate USDA Rural Development ITograms at the state level. Afi*. Dorr possesses 
excellent financial and business expertise. He also during that time at USDA Rural 
Development forged new and creative relationships with non-profits, community 
economic development organizations, and government leaders at the state and local 
levels. In implementing the 2002 US Farm Bill, Mr. Dorr effectively utilized private 
sector resources to help expedite the review and announcement of S37 million in Value 
Added, Renewable Energy, and Broadband provisions of the Farm Bill Ivfir. Dorr has 
also foigcd new leadership in implementing the renewable energy provisions of the 2002 
Farm bill. Minnesota has received the largest allocation of any state in the nation fiom 
these renewable energy and wc thank Mr. Dorr for his leadership here. 


PO. Sea 32, Preston, Mlnnesela S5965 

State Office BuildinQ. 100 Rey Dr Manin Liifter Kino Jr Bivd St. P6\A. Mniiasota 55155-1298 

FAX'. {6511296-4121 TTY: (Wl) 296-9896 EiTtail: reiS.greQxiavids0hous©-mn 


{507} 765-2790 
{651) 29B-92P 
(0)0)551-9145 


Third and finally, Mr. Dorr is a fourth generation farmer fiom Iowa. He has the 
hands on skills of knowing what agriculture and rural economic development is all about. 
I commend President George Bush for his appointment of Thomas Dorr to tihis key 
position so vital to the future of rural Minnesota and rural America. I taight add that in 
the time that Mr. Dorr served as Under Secretary for USD A Rural Development he made 
at least three trips that I am avraie to Minnesota to announce projects of key impoitance 
to the rural areas of our state. I speak for everyone in the rural community when f say 
that we are grateful to Mr. Dorr for the good work that he done for us in the state of 
Minnesota. 

Senator Coleman, I strongly urge you to support and vote for Thomas C. Dorr’s 
nomination as Under Secretary of USDA Rural Development. I thank you for the 
opportunity to express my views to you on this important matter. 


With appreciation. 
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Sheldon Chamber & Development Corporation 
P.O. Box 276 
Sheldon. lA 51201 

Phone: 712-324-2813 Fax; 712-324- 4602 


^Sheldon 

A veaUy nice^piax£y 

Email Address: mqaul@sheldoniowa.com 
Website; www.sheldoniowa.com 


QAi2\m 

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Room 328 A 

Washington, DC 20510 


Dem' Mr. Chambliss; 

The purpose of this letter is to express support for Thomas Dorr of Marcu.s, Iowa to be Under Secretary of 
Agriculture and to be a member of the Board of Directors of the Commodity Credit Corporation. 

Rural Development at the U.S.D.A. is a crucial partner for economic development efforts in Iowa and in 
Sheldon, Iowa in particular. The tools provided by the U.S.D.A. give areas such as ours the opportunity to 
thrive in a global economy. The community of Sheldon has a unique opportunity with a four lane 
expressway being completed in the fall of 2006. This corridor will bring much needed additional traffic to 
our area making Sheldon, Iowa a hub along the expressway. 

Mr. Dorr has always been a leader in our area and has contributed to the entire region for many years. He 
is and would make a great servant to the U.S.D.A. and really bring the rural point of view to the 
department. I encourage you to select Mr. Dorr for the position and thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Gaul 
Executive Director 

Sheldon Chamber and Development Corporation 

cc. The Honorable Charles E. Grassley 
The Honorable Tom Harkin 
The Honorable Mike Johanns 


SHELDON CHAMBER & DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
Partners promoting quality, vision, and opportunity. 
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NCFC 

■■■■■■■■Hi NATIONAL COUNCIL OF FARMER COOPERATIVES 


Apri!i9, 2005 

The Honorable Saxby Clxaiiibliss 
Chaimian 

Comniittec on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear; Mr. Cbainnan: 

The National Council of Farmer Cooperatives ^CFC) strongly supports for the nomination of 
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary for Rural Development for the U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

NCFC is the national trade association representing America’s farmer cooperatives. There are 
nearly 3,000 farmer cooperatives across the U.S. wliose members include a majority of ow 
nation’s more than 2 miilion farmers. They exist for the mutual benefit of their farmer members 
and provide these members with increased opportunity to improve their income from the 
maTkeQ>lace and compete more effectively in the glol^l marketplace. Farmer cooperatives are 
also a major source of employment, accounting for nearly 300,000 full time and part time jobs. 


NCFC believes that Mr. Dorr has a strong background in agriculture and has a firm grasp on the 
issues facing farmers, their cooperatives, and rural America. His knowledge, leader.'^bip and 
creativity will allow him to be effective in carrying out the programs and policies designed to 
promote the economic well-being of rural America. 


Therefore, NCFC urges die Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry and the full 
Senate to act to confirm Thomas Dorr za X Inder .Secretary for Rural Development. 



50 F STREET, NW • SJfTE 900 • V/ASWNGTON. DC *20001 • 202.C2S.8700 * fax 202-62^4722 * Web ska wwwjKfcor^ 
Serving Amt/iea'i FarmBr^Owne^ Cooptroxht SvsirterKS SilKe 1929 
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2005 Senior Officers 

President 
David F. Wilson 
W iuoN Construction, LLC 
Ketchum, ID 
(208) 726-9776 
FAX; (208) 726-1419 
E-MAIL; dfwiison @cox-internel.com 

First Vice President 
David L. Pressly, Jr. 
Pressly Develotment Comr^, Inc, 
Statesville, NC 
(704) 872-1000 
FAX: (704) 878-2217 
E-MAIL: pressiypdc@bellsouth.net 

Vice President/Treasurer 
BRIAN C. CATALDE 

Paragon Communities, Inc. 
Playa Del Rey, CA 
(310)301-0029 
FAX; (310) 301-0039 
E-mail: 

bc^paragoncommunities.coin 

Vice Presidenl/Secmaty 
Sandra J. Dunn 
BJ BUILDERS 
Point Pleasant, WV 
(304) 675-1967 
FAX: (304) 675-1081 
E-MAIL: sandyjdunn@ac1.com 

Immediate Past President 
James r. Rayburn 
Rayburn & Associates, LLC 
Jackson, MS 
(601)856-1761 
FAX; (601)853-6650 
E-MAIL; bobby.raybum 
©nahbofficer.com 

Executive Vice President 
cS: Chief Executive Officer 
Gerald M. Howard 
W'ashington, DC 
(202) 266-8257 
FAX; (202) 266-8349 
E-MAIL; jhoward@nahb.coin 



February 17, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 

Chairman, Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 

United States Senate 

328A Russell Senate Office Building 

Washington, DC 20510 

The Honorable Tom Harkin 

Ranking Member, Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 

United States Senate 

328A Russell Senate Office Building 

Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Chairman Chambliss and Ranking Member Harkin; 

On behalf of the 220,000 members of the National Association of Home 
Builders (NAHB), 1 would like to express our enthusiastic support for Thomas C. Dorr 
to be Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development within the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. Dorr’s commitment to housing rural Americans was quite evident 
throughout his previous tenure in this critical post. During that time, he quickly 
demonstrated his knowledge of the housing dilemma faced by the rural poor. Since 
then, he has worked diligently to implement efforts to define and to begin to resolve 
serious problems that exist with properties in the Rural Housing Service’s multifamily 
loan portfolio. Given another opportunity to serve, 1 am confident that Tom Dorr will 
continue to attack these problems head-on and with great success. 

Again, I encourage you to quickly confirm Tom Dorr’s nomination as Under 
Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development. Thank you in advance for the 
consideration of this request. 


Sincerely, 

Gerald M. Howard 
Executive Vice President and 
Chief Executive Officer 


GMH/wsr 

CC: Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 

The Honorable Thad Cochran 
The Honorable Trent Lott 


1201 15'** Slreet, NW • Washington, DC 20005-2800 
(800) 368-5242 • (202) 266-8200 • Fax: (202) 266-8374 • www.nahb.org 
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IOWA 

CORN 

GROWERS 

ASSOCIATION 


April 22, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chainnan 

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry Committee 
Room 328 a, Russell Office Building 
U.S. Senate 

Washington. DC 20510 
Dear Mr. Chairman: 

On behalf of the Iowa Com Growers Association, representing more than 6,000 Iowa 
farmers, I would like to recommend most sUongly that the Senate Agriculture Committee 
confirm the appointment of Thomas Dorr as the USDA Rural Development Under 
Secretary, 

In our opinion, perpetuating any debate about Tom Dorr’s fitness at fiiis point is not in 
the interest of Iowa’s or the nation’s rural communities. The USDA and the fermers in 
Iowa need an effective, forward-looking leader in the rural development post now, not 
continued delay. 

Further, Tom clearly demonstrated his capacity and commitment to doing the rural 
development job during the first Bush Administration, despite the distractions that 
dogged his appointment. We believe he handled the extreme pressures placed on him 
with great professionalism. Now we want to see what he can achieve for rural 
development when he can proceed without such distractions. 

We would like to take this opportunity to urge you, in your leadership capacity, to move 
the Senate Agriculture Committee toward a vote on Tom's nomination as promptly as 
possible. We hope he will also have your personal backing during the debate. 

Thank you for considering our recommendations. 

Sincerely, 


David Calderwood 
President 

Cc; Senator Grassley, Senator Harkin 

5505 NW asth Street, *100 Pftone (515) 225.32*2 
Johnston, lA USA fOM (515 ) 2250781 

50131-2948 &mai/ corninfo®ievvacom.org 
WetJsiK www.jovvacom.org 






AREA ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 


418 West Cedar • Chraokee. Iowa 51012 

Tel: 712-225-5739 » Fax: 712-225-1991 * E-mail: caedc@nedns,net • Website: www.cherokeeia.com 


April 21, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chair 

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry Committ« 

Russell Senate Office Building 
Room 328 A 
Washington, DC 205 1 0 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

This letter is to express the support of the Cherokee Area Economic Development 
Corporation for the nomination of Thomas C. Don of Marcus, Iowa to the position of 
Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development and to be a member of the Board 
of Directors of the Commodity Credit Corporation. 

Mr. Dorr has extensive history of work in economic development and in agriculture. He 
is a farmer in Northwest Iowa and had the foresight to be one of the founding directors of 
the Cherokee Area Economic Development Corporation over fifteen years ago. His 
progressive experience serving on the Iowa Board of Regents, Director of the Com 
Growers and a member of the Board of the Federal Reserve of Chicago endow Mr. Dorr 
with the expertise necessary to serve as Under Secretary. 

The Board of Directors of the Cherokee Area Economic Development Corporation 
strongly urges support for the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr. We believe he will be a 
great advocate for rural America, 



Mark A. Buschkamp 
Executive Director 


Cc: The Honorable Charles Grassley 

The Honorable Tom Harkin 
The Honorable Mike Johanns 


MEMBER COMMUNITIES 

Aurelia • Cherokee • Cleghorn • Lanabee • Marcus • Meriden • Quimby • Washta • Cherokee County 
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April 26 , 2005 


Hie Honorable Saxby Cliambliss, Chair 

Senate A^culture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee 

Russel Senate Office BuiMuig 

Room 32S A 

Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator, 

We write to oqiress our support for the nomination trf' Thomas Dorr to be Under Secretary for Rural 
Development at the Dcpaitmcm of Agriculture. Tom has proven his ability to manage this large and 
in^rtani agency. He has demonstrated a passion for strengthening our ainaU towns and creating an 
improved quality of lifo for citi 2 cns living in rural America. 

Tom is extremely well qualMed for the Under Secretaiy for Rural Development posidort He knows first 
h^d the needs of rural America. He grew iq> on a family farm near the $maIUo>vn of Marcus. Iowa. After 
college, her returned to the farm, and began a successful career as manager of the family farm and grain 
elevator, which gave him an understanding of the challenges facing fhmily farmers, small businessmen and 
small town community leaders. 

Tom’s leadership and integrity have impressed us. He is a person of good character who shared his talents 
by serving as a leader in msiy local, state and national organizatiems. It is critical to have him and other 
imminees in positions at USD A before the 2006 Fann debate begins this summer. 

Our org^izations represent many Americans who work and live in rural America. We folly understand the 
importance of having healthy and pre^rous rural communities to improve the quality of life for our 
members, but also to attract die bc^ and brightest young people back to our forms and rural businesses. 

We arit you to confirm Tom Doer for Under Secretary for USDA Rural Development, We believe he will 
be a key member of the leadei^ip team and the D^tartment of Agriculture at a very critical time for rural 
America. 



Michael Toclic 
Chairman 
CHS Inc, 
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April 26, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chairman, Senate Agriculture Committee 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

RE: NOMINATION OF THOMAS C. DORR 

Dear Chairman Chambliss: 

As the federal agency Congress charged with chartering, regulating and/or insuring the 
nation’s credit unions, the National Credit Union Administration has maintained a close 
working relationship with the USDA and the President’s nominee to be Under Secretary 
for Rural Development, Mr. Tom Dorr. 

Mr. Dorr’s leadership has been instrumental in our agencies partnering to provide 
economic empowerment across America, especially often in underserved and minority 
communities. 

The nation’s credit unions have a pivotal role to play in helping Americans from all 
walks of life achieve the American Dream of financial self-sufficiency. The NCUA, in 
partnership with USDA, has made greater access to affordable credit for homeowners and 
capital for rural small business owners a major priority. 

Without Mr. Dorr’s steadfast leadership, I know we would not have realized the success 
in our partnership thus far. I am confident that upon Senate confirmation, Mr. Dorr will 
continue to provide strong leadership for rural America. I respectfully urge your support 
and vote for Tom Dorr as the next Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Sincerely yours. 


Jo Ann Johnson 
Chairman 



66 


April 26, 2005 


The Honorable Tom Harkin 

Ranking Member, Senate Agriculture Committee 

United States Senate 

Washington, DC 20510 

RE: NOMINATION OF THOMAS C. DORR 

Dear Senator Harkin: 

As the federal agency Congress charged with chartering, regulating and/or insuring the 
nation’s credit unions, the National Credit Union Administration has maintained a close 
working relationship with the USDA and the President’s nominee to be Under Secretary 
for Rural Development, Mr. Tom Dorr. 

Mr. Dorr’s leadership has been instrumental in our agencies partnering to provide 
economic empowerment across America, especially often in underserved and minority 
communities. 

The nation’s credit unions have a pivotal role to play in helping Americans from all 
walks of life achieve the American Dream of financial self-sufficiency. The NCUA, in 
partnership with USDA, has made greater access to affordable credit for homeowners and 
capital for rural small business owners a major priority. 

Without Mr. Dorr’s steadfast leadership, I know we would not have realized the success 
in our partnership thus far. I am confident that upon Senate confirmation, Mr. Dorr will 
continue to provide strong leadership for rural America. I respectfully urge your support 
and vote for Tom Dorr as the next Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Sincerely yours. 


JoAnn Johnson 
Chairman 
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( 703 ) 937-8467 



Council for Affordable and Rural Housing 

Celebrating 25 Years Serving the Affordable Housing Needs of Rural America 


March 16, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chairman 

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry Committee 
328 A Russell Senate OHIcc Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

The Council for Affordable and Rural Housing (CARH) is a nationwide trade association with its 
headquarters in Alexandria, Virginia. CARH represents the interests of over 400 private for-profit and 
non-profit companies, as well as federal state and local housing finance agencies. Members of the 
association build, develop, finance, manage, own and supply products and services to the affordable rural 
housing industry. 

On behalf of our members throughout the country, we are writing to you today in support of the 
nomination of Thomas C. Dorr to be Under Secretary for Rural Development at the United States 
Department of Agriculture (USDA). The Rural Development (RD) office of USDA is facing several 
important transitional challenges. Specifically, the multifamily portfolio of the Section 515 Rural Rental 
Housing Program has an extremely positive record providing homes to rural poor families and elderly 
persons, but most of these properties are 20 to 30 years old and need further assistance to continue their 
successful mission. There is a need for strong leadership and a determination to forge long-term solutions 
to preserving this important investment in rural housing. 

Mr. Dorr has served during the past year and a half as a senior advisor to the Secretaiy of the USDA. In 
this capacity he has been responsible for bringing to the attention of officials within die agency the 
complex issues facing die Section 515 program. Budget cuts coupled with the need to preserve an aging 
Section 515 housing portfolio, have created challenges for the agency, CARH members and above all, the 
residents we ail work to serve. These challenges will require a firm, steady and knowledgeable hand 
guiding the Under Secretary’s Office. As a result of Mr. Dorr’s efforts to date, RD has worked to deliver 
a thorough study of the Section 515 portfolio, which contains recommendations that if implemented will 
continue this vital source of housing in rural America. 

On behalf of our members, we appreciate your attention in this matter and urge the committee to 
expeditiously confirm Mr. Dorr as Under Secretary for USDA’s Rural Development. 


Sincerely, 



Robert Rice, Jr. 
President 


cc: Honorable Mike Johanns, Secretary USDA 

Christopher Smith, Office of Public Liaison, White House 


1112 King Street • Alexandria, Virginia 22314 • (703) 837-9001 • (703) 837-8467 Fax 
carh@carh.org • www.carh.org 
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MORTGAGE 

BANKERS 

ASSOCIATION 


iffiresting in communities 


April 15, 2005 

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chairman 

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry 

United States Senate 

Room SR-328A 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Washington, DC 20510-6000 

Dear Chairman Chambliss: 

The Mortgage Bankers Association' (MBA) is writing in support of the nomination of 
Thomas C. Dorr as Under Secretary for Rural Development at the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture (USDA). We are confident that, with the Senate’s confirmation, Mr. Dorr will 
be a strong advocate for the housing needs of this country’s rural communities. 

MBA is an active proponent of the single-family and multifamily housing programs 
administered by Rural Development’s Rural Housing Service (RHS). In fact, the vast 
majority of RHS’s Section 502 Guaranteed Single Family Housing Loans are originated 
by MBA members. During the lOS*" Congress, MBA advocated for legislation 
authorizing Ginnie Mae to securitize RHS’s Section 538 multifamily loans, and, once 
passed, an MBA member company was the first to securitize the product with Ginnie 
Mae. 

We believe that Mr. Dorr, like MBA, is also a strong supporter of rural communities. We 
support Mr. Dorr’s nomination as Under Secretary for Rural Development because we 
have found him to be an engaged leader with a true commitment to the housing and 
community development needs of rural America. 


The Mortgage Bankers Association (MBA) is the national association representing the real estate finance 
industry, an industry that employs more than 480,000 people in virtually every community in the country. 
Headquartered in Washington, D.C., the association works to ensure the continued strength of the nation’s 
residential and commercial real estate markets; to expand homeownership prospects through increased 
affordability; and to extend access to affordable bousing to all Americans. MBA promotes fair and ethical 
lending practices and fosters excellence and technical know-how among real estate finance professionals 
through a wide range of educational programs and technical publications. Its membership of approximately 
2,900 companies includes all elements of real estate finance; mortgage companies, mortgage brokers, 
commercial banks, thrifts, life insurance companies and others in the mortgage lending field. For additional 
information, visit MBA’s Web site: www.mortgagebankers.org . 


1910 Petinsylvania Avenue, Nw | Washington, DC 20006-3404 j www.moftgageftankers.org [ (202j 557-2700 



69 


Mr. Dorr has represented Rural Development at several MBA events, including 
speaking on the government housing panel at our Annual Convention and Expo in 2002 
and 2003. Likewise, MBA joined Mr. Dorr at Rural Development’s National Rural 
Housing Summit in June 2003, 


In the year following his appointment as Under Secretary for Rural Development in June 
2002, Mr. Dorr oversaw positive changes to the Rural Housing Service's single-family 
and multifamily programs. In fact, the changes to the Section 502 Single Family 
Guaranteed Housing Loan program implemented during his tenure have resulted in 
increased use of the program by rural families and increased satisfaction with the 
program by rural lenders. 

We appreciate the opportunity to voice our support of Mr. Dorr’s appointment and hope 
to have the opportunity to work with him as Under Secretary for Rural Development in 
the coming years. 


Most sincerely. 




Jonathan L. Kempner 

President and Chief Executive Officer 


cc: The Honorable Tom Harkin, Ranking Member 
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National Association of Latino/Hispanic 
Farmers & Ranchers 

717 D Street, NW 
WSBACH Suite 400 
Washington, DC 20004 
Tel; 202-628-8833 
Fax; 202-737-1350 
Email: LatinoFannersaiidB«nchersDC@yahcx).oom 



April I8,200S 


The Honorable Kenneth Salazar 
Senate Dirksen Office Building 
RoomB40-A 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Salazar: 


We, Hispanic Americans active in farming, rural businesses, and rural community det'clopment, are hereby 
expressing our support for the nomination of Thomas C, Dorr as Under Secretary fi>r Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr recognizes, as we do, chat the face of rural America is changing rapidly. Competition in our 
farms and small towns, both domestic and foreign, is stiff aitd increasing. Continuing scientific and 
technological advances mean that farm operators and small businessman must adapt to survive. 


Change poses challenges, but it also brings opportunity. Value added businesses, specialty crops, 
altenative foels. now generation cooperatives, and new marketing strategies offer ways for small family 
formers and businessmen to leverage their resource.<i, stay competitive and grow nnth an expanding and 
divKsi^ing rural economy. This is important not onty for America’s three million form operators, but also 
for the 60 million rxher rural Americans, many of them Hispanic, eitgaged in non-agricultural pursuits. 

Mr. Dorr understands the necessity. He has been one of the most visionary leaders in America today 
orienuting formers, rural communities, and the USDA to new opportunities and directions. His leadeiship 
at Rural Development would provide invaluable focUs and direction to this critical transformation, and we 
urge your support. 


In view of certain past controversies, we wish also to note that Mr. Dorr has been a consistent and efifectiwa 
advocate for increased minotTly participation in U5DA Rural Developmem programs. We are concerned 
that his views and record in this matter have been deliberately misrepresettted by some individuals and 
groups with narrow partisan agendas. We hope that you, and the Senate as a whole, will reject such tactics 
and consider Mr, Dorr's nomination on the merits. 


When you do, we areOSSdent you will join with us in our support of Mr. Dorr's nomination, 
forward to wortdng witjt'w, Dorr in the years ahead. Wc hope you will give him, and us, that 

Sincerely. ^ , 

Rudy Armlon&if^«sident/CEO 

National Asscy^^on ofLatino/Hispanic Farmers and Ranchers 
WSBACH 400, 71 7 .D NW; Washington, DC 20004 
OfBcc: (202) 62S-8833; Fax: (202) 737-1350 


Wc look 
Glance. 


cc; Thomos C. Dorr 

ScBtflw a«mbli« 
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National 

Loased 

Housing 

Association 


Afn-.'ncus 
housiog nosfls 



1818 N STREET.WW.; SUITE 405/ WASHINGTON.D C, 20036 
(202)785-8338/ FAX (202) 785-2008 


March 1872005", 7 

The I Inmifiihle-Saxby Chambliss 

Ch:urmaH,7"_ 

Kcrmtc AgrkviUilre, ■Niitrilioii anJ I'orcstty ComniiUec 
32,8 A Russell Senate Office Uiii Wing 

Wiishinaiom bc 205 i;o 

lionr Mr- ChuiJiim)); 

The Niiiioiinf fieased Housing Assooiaiion (Nl.HA) represents federally assisted 
housing providers and iidminisirators. NLHA’s members include developers, owners, 
managers, housing ayenoics and nonprofit organiiations involved in every aspect of the 
provision of afrordable rental housing. 

; >WC(HJ;s; writing today in support of tlie nomination of Thomas C. Dorr to be Under 
Seomtnry libr/iUirul Uevelopmcnt al the USDa, Much of the nation's affordable stock is 
aging and .liijjjtppJtal nopds lhat must be oddrcs.sed to ensure their ability to continue to 
house low andmodoiiilo income families in our rural communities. It is imperative that a 
long-term s^afegy be .developed and implemented to, address the aging stock. 

We believe Mr. Dorr has the experience and determination to lead such an effort. 
Wo urge the cOniiniuec to confirm Mr, Dorr as Under Secretary of USDA’s Rural 
IWvclopi.ncnfoflioo as soon, as possible. 


Sincerely, 



Denise 13. Mulia 
(ixweuti-ys; EJircctp^-, ,, ^ „ 



April 21, 2005 

Dear Senator Murkowski, 
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Re: Thomas Dorr, Designee Under Secretary, Rural Development, USDA 

I have known Tom Dorr for approximately 3 years. Alaska could not have a 
better friend at USDA Rural Development. 

Tom and his wife Arm have visited Nome and several surrounding villages in 
Northwest Alaska. They have seen first-hand what Rural Development programs can do 
to support a community in rural Alaska. 

While in Nome, Mr. Dorr witnessed new homes being constructed, extensions and 
replacements to the City of Nome water and sewer system and saw ambulances Rural 
Development funds provided. Tom viewed our new power plant, the new movie theater, 
the senior center and a Subway Restaurant . . ..all projects funded by Rural Development. 

He devoted his time to travel to Unalakleet to visit the new $8 million sub- 
regional clinic under construction in that community. 

Mr. Dorr continued to St. Michael and saw the first ever Ambulance in that 
community. In Kotlik, he presided over the dedication of the “Fire Station in a Box” - 
(fire suppression equipment) . . .all of the aforementioned projects funded by USDA Rural 
Development. 

Tom Dorr is not an Alaskan, but he’s the next best thing. He understands why our 
state is different, why we need infrastructure and the investment that Rural Development 
has made and will continue to make here. 

In short, Tom Dorr “gets it!” He knows the challenges, and he’s seen the ways 
Rural Development funds, properly invested, reaps great rewards. . . . 

I submit that Alaska can have no better advocate in the Undersecretary’s Office of 
Rural Development than Tom Dorr. That’s why I’m pleased to support his confirmation 
of him by the United States Senate. 

Best personal regards. 


Yours very truly, 
Denise Michels 
Mayor, City of Nome 


Bcc: Bill Allen 
761 -7784(F) 



April 21, 2005 
Dear Senator Stevens, 
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Re: Thomas Dorr, Designee Under Secretary, Rural Development, USDA 

I have known Tom Dorr for approximately 3 years. Alaska could not have a 
better friend at USDA Rural Development. 

Tom and his wife Arm have visited Nome and several surrounding villages in 
Northwest Alaska. They have seen first-hand what Rural Development programs can do 
to support a community in rural Alaska. 

While in Nome, Mr. Dorr witnessed new homes being constructed, extensions and 
replacements to the City of Nome water and sewer system and saw ambulances Rural 
Development funds provided. Tom viewed our new power plant, the new movie theater, 
the senior center and a Subway Restaurant ... .all projects funded by Rural Development. 

He devoted his time to travel to Unalakleet to visit the new $8 million sub- 
regional clinic under construction in that community. 

Mr. Dorr continued to St. Michael and saw the first ever Ambulance in that 
community. In Kotlik, he presided over the dedication of the “Fire Station in a Box” - 
(fire suppression equipment) . . .all of the aforementioned projects funded by USDA Rural 
Development. 

Tom Dorr is not an Alaskan, but he’s the next best thing. He understands why our 
state is different, why we need infrastructure and the investment that Rural Development 
has made and will continue to make here. 

In short, Tom Dorr “gets it!” He knows the challenges, and he’s seen the ways 
Rural Development funds, properly invested, reaps great rewards. ... 

I submit that Alaska can have no better advocate in the Undersecretary’s Office of 
Rural Development than Tom Dorr. That’s why I’m pleased to support his confirmation 
of him by the United States Senate. 

Best personal regards. 


Yours very truly, 
Denise Michels 
Mayor, City of Nome 


Bcc: Bill Allen 
761-7784(F) 
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April 21, 2005 


Dear Senator Murkowski: 

Re: Thomas Dorr, Designee Under Secretary - Rural Development- USDA 

The purpose of this letter is to request your support for the senate confirmation of 
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary, Rural Development, United States Department of 
Agriculture. 

I met Tom Dorr three years ago when he visited Alaska and met with leaders in 
the State that had a common interest of improving the quality of life in Alaska’s rural 
communities. 

It was very clear to me that Mr. Dorr had a deep understanding of the housing 
needs in rural Alaska. He also expressed his personal commitment and that of Rural 
Development to assist in meeting the challenges of providing affordable housing in rural 
communities. 

Rejoined with Senator Murkowski in setting a goal for Federal and State partners 
in housing to meet in new housing starts in rural Alaska. 

I believe Tom is a fried of Alaska and I urge you to support Mr. Dorr’s 
confirmation. 

Personal regards. 

Yours truly, 


DAN FAUSKE 


Bcc: Bill Allen 
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April 21, 2005 


Dear Senator Stevens; 

Re: Thomas Dorr, Designee Under Secretary - Rural Development- USDA 

The purpose of this letter is to request your support for the senate confirmation of 
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary, Rural Development, United States Department of 
Agriculture. 

I met Tom Dorr three years ago when he visited Alaska and met with leaders in 
the State that had a common interest of improving the quality of life in Alaska’s rural 
communities. 

It was very clear to me that Mr. Dorr had a deep understanding of the housing 
needs in rural Alaska. He also expressed his personal commitment and that of Rural 
Development to assist in meeting the challenges of providing affordable housing in rural 
communities. 

He joined with Senator Murkowski in setting a goal for Federal and State partners 
in housing to meet in new housing starts in rural Alaska. 

I believe Tom is a fried of Alaska and I urge you to support Mr. Dorr’s 
confirmation. 

Personal regards. 

Yours truly, 


DAN FAUSKE 


Bcc: Bill Allen 
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BM 


Black Farmers & Agriculturalists Association 
Arkansas Chapter 

7412 Suburbia Drive 
Pine Blufif, AR 71603-8951 

(870) 879-1610 bfaa@sbc^obal.net Fax (870) 879-0368 


Larry Rasbeny, Chairman 
Harrison Lock President 
Evelyn Bryant, Secretary 


The Honorable Tom Harkin 
Ranking Democratic Member 

Senate Committee on Agriculhire, Nutrition & Forestry 

Room SR-328A 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000 


JJear Honorable Senator Harkin: 

My name is Fernando Burkett, and I am the Chairman of the Board of Directors for the National Black Farmers and 
Agriculturalists Association (BFAA). 1 also serve as the liaison person for BFAA and the Executive Director for the 
Arkansas BFAA chapter. The purpose of this letter from our national and state organization is to lend our support 
on behalf of Mr. Tom Dorr who is the Senior Advisor for the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA). 

We hold Mr. Dorr as a valuable asset to our organization and its future. He is one of the individuals that has played 
a major role in bridging the gap between the small, limited resource and minority producers for our organization and 
the USDA. Mr. Dorr has journeyed to the great state of Arkansas on several occasions. His knowledge and 
expertise has opened a whole new world for this organization and the clients we serve. Without my invitation and 
on his own instincts, Mr. Dorr has taken the lime to return to Arkansas to personally visit with me in his efforts to 
find ways he can best serve the small, limited resource, minority producers and fanners alike. This is one of the 
things that has impressed me about him; because in my position with this organization, it is rare that any top ranking 
official takes time out to visit ground-zero organizations such as BFAA. 
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I have come to rely on his guidance when we are in need of assistance, it is also my belief that he 
will play a vital role in the future survival of the small farmers. If I can be of any assistance to 
you on this matter, please feel free to call me at (870) 879-1610 or by writing to the above 
address at your earliest convenience. Thanking you in advance for your assistance in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Fernando Burkett 
Executive Director 
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BM 


Black Farmers & Agriculturalists Association 
Arkansas Chapter 

7412 Suburbia Drive 
Pine Bluff, AR 71603-8951 

(870) 879-1610 bfaa@sbcglobaJ,net Fax (870) 879-0368 


LanyRasberry, Chairman 
Harrison Lock President 
Evelyn Bryant. Secretary 


The Honorable Tom Harkin 
Ranking Democratic Member 

Senate Committee on Agricuiture, Nutrition & Forestry 

Room SR-328A 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000 


Dear Honorable Senator Harkin; 

My name is Fernando Burkett, and I am the Chainnan of the BoaM of Directors for the National Black Farmers and 
Agriculturalists Association (BFAA). I also serve as the liaison person for BFAA and the Executive Director for the 
Arkansas BFAA chapter. The purpose of this letter from our national and state organization is to lend our support 
on behalf of Mr. Tom Dorr who is the Senior Advisor for the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA). 

We hold Mr. Dorr as a valuable asset to our organization and its future. He is one of the individuals that has played 
a major role in bridging the gap between the small, limited resource and minority producers for our organization and 
the USDA. Mr. Dorr has journeyed to the great state of Axkansas on several occasions. His knowledge and 
expertise has opened a whole new world for this organization and the clients we serve. Without my invitation and 
on his own instincts, Mr. Dorr has taken the time to return to Arkansas to personally visit with me in his efforts to 
find ways he can best serve the small, limited resource, minority producers and farmers alike. This is one of the 
things that has impressed me about him; because in my position with this organization, it is rare that any top ranking 
official takes time out to visit ground-zero organizations such as BFAA. 
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I have come to rely on his guidance when we are in need of assistance, it is also my belief that he 
will play a vital role in the future survival of the small farmers. If I can be of any assistance to 
you on this matter, please feel free to call me at (870) 879-1610 or by writing to the above 
address at your earliest convenience. Thanking you in advance for your assistance in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Fernando Burkett 
Executive Director 



80 



March 1, 2005 

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chairman 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry 

Room SR-328A 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000 

Dear Chairman Chambliss: 

I am writing this letter in support of Tom Dorr as the U.S. Department of Agriculture Under Secretary 
for Rural Development. 

I met Mr. Dorr in Washington, DC when he was serving as the acting Under Secretary for Rural 
Development and was impressed with his passion for small farmers. Quite frankly, when I first met 
Tom, I was not expecting him to be particularly supportive of our needs. But, over the years that we 
have worked together I have found him to be a great ally and a tireless fighter for the causes that we 
both support. Even before The President re-appointed him to this position, I wrote the then 
Secretary-Designee a letter advising him of our support for this fine USDA official (copy attached). 

Tom has traveled to the Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC) facility in 
Brinkley, Arkansas, which is not an easy task since we are located in the middle of the constituency 
that we serve. Despite the tact that Brinkley is more than 75 miles from the nearest airport, Tom had 
made the trek here to meet with our farmer and tour their co-ops and agribusinesses. 

Furthermore, from his position in Washington, he has demonstrated that he is a true friend of the 
small farmers. He has worked with us to find the resources and support necessary to help build a 
stronger and more economically vibrant Rural America. 

I could go on with further examples of how Tom has worked to support us, but I think you understand 
what we think about him here in rural Arkansas. 

If you have any questions or if I can provide you with any further background on my experiences with 
Mr. Dorr, please feel free to contact me at 870-734-1 140. 


Sincerely, 


Dr. Calvin R. King, Sr., President/CEO 

Cc: Secretary Mike Johanns, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, 

Washington, DC 20250 


484 Floyd Brown Drive 


Phone: 870-734-1140 


FoSt Offkx Box 743 


Fax: 870-734-4197 


Brinkley, AR 72021 
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Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC) 



March 1,2005 

The Honorable Tom Harkin, Ranking Democratic Member 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry 

Room SR-328A 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Washington, DC. 20510-6000 

Dear Senator Harkin: 

1 am writing this letter in support of Tom Dorr as the U.S. Department of Agriculture Under Secretary 
for Rural Development. 

I met Mr. Dorr in Washington, DC when he was serving as the acting Under Secretary for Rural 
Development and was impressed with his passion for small farmers. Quite frankly, when I first met 
Tom, I was not expecting him to be particularly supportive of our needs. But, over the years that we 
have worked together I have found him to be a great ally and a tireless fighter for the causes that we 
both support. Even before I knew that The President re-appointed him to this position, I wrote the 
then Secretary-Designee a letter advising him of our support for this fine USDA official (copy 
attached). 

Tom has traveled to the Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC) facility in 
Brinkley, Arkansas, which is not an easy task since we are located in the middle of the constituency 
that we serve. Despite the fact that Brinkley is more than 75 miles from the nearest airport, Tom had 
made the trek here to meet with our farmers and tour their co-ops and agribusinesses. 

Furthermore, from his position in Washington, he has demonstrated that he Is a true friend of the 
small farmers. He has worked with us to find the resources and support necessary to help build a 
stronger and more economically vibrant Rural America. 

I could go on with further examples of how Tom has worked to support us, but I think you understand 
what we think about him here in rural Arkansas. Senator, I understand that you have had some 
concerns with Mr. Dorr in the past. However, I strongly urge you to reconsider your position. I have 
found him to be one of our best friends not only at USDA but possibly in all of official Washington. 

If you have any questions or if I can provide you with any further background on my experiences with 
Mr. Dorr, please feel free to contact me at 870-734-1 140. 


Sincerely, 


Dr. Calvin R. King, Sr., President/CEO 

Cc: Secretary Mike Johanns, U.S, Department of Agriculture, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, 

Washington, DC 20250 


484 Floyd Brown Drive 


Phone: 8:^-734-1140 


Post OffiCB Box 743 


Fax: 870-734-4197 


Brinkley, AR 72021 
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December 10, 2004 


The Honorable Governor Mike Johanns 

Office of the Secretary of the U.S. Department Agriculture 

Washington, DC 20250 

Re: Your Nomination by President George W. Bush for Secretary of Agriculture 
Dear Governor Johanns: 

Congratulations on your nomination for the position of ffecretary of Agriculture. It was most 
impressive and pleasing to see your background, experience and recognized insight on the needs of 
America's agriculture community and rural economic development. 

Under the leadership of Secretary Ann Veneman, and the support of Assistant Secretary Vernon 
Parker, Thomas Dorr, and Scott Mexic, Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC) 
was successful to partner with USOA to address some of the many pressing issues facing limited- 
resource and minority farmers in Arkansas. While the problems have not been resolved, ALFDC 
through its working relationship with USOA has developed and implemented a programmatic 
strategic process that is responsive and effective in addressing the needs and issues of rural 
communities, programs that involve job creation, and economic growth, structured on a land-based 
approach. While the strategy and partnerships have been effectively applied more work is needed 
for 3 more comprehensive impact in the following: 

I. Support of small family farms and limited-resource farmers. 

Strengthen and expand outreach programs that provide training and technical support to youth, 
limited-resource, minority, beginning and re-entering farmersl This would include full funding for 
Section 2501 program authorization of $25 million; "Outreach, Training and Technical Assistance 
program" to assist minority farmers. Community-based organizations with experience in this area 
are specifically authorized to receive funding to implement the program. Such programs are 
essential for overcoming start-up difficulties, maintaining operations, and helping farmers make 
the difficult transition to alternative agricultural enterprises, and training youth for entry into 
farming. 

II. Preservation of minority-owned farms. 

Support the Office of Civil Rights on the enforcement of recommendations with regard to 
equitable treatment of minority farmers by USDA agencies. These recommendations have 


Floyd Brown Drive 


Phone' 870-73'5-lMO 


Post Wf<e Box 743 


Fax; 870-734-4197 


Brinkley, AR 7202 i 
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been presented in me U. S. Civil Rights Commission's 1982 report, "The Decline of Black 
Farming in America" the July 25, 1990 report of the U. S. House of Representatives Committee 
on Government Operation, 1997 report of the Ovil Rights Action Team and the 1998 report, 

"71 Time to Act, "of the USDA National Commission on Small Farms. 

III. Support for land ownership. 

Access to land for beginning farmers, particularly minorities is a fundamental barrier that can be 
overcome through community-based organization programs structured to bank land and make 
land available to beginning and limited-resource farmers. Coordinated targeting of USDA Farm 
Service Agency (FSA) inventory property (land), operating loans and alternative financing for 
minority farmers to address past patterns of poor customer service. 

ALFDC is committed to a comprehensive strategy to enhance family farm development, housing and 
technology opportunities for farm and rural families, rural economic development projects and 
innovative, safe and sustainable agriculture initiatives. This strategy is founded on two (2) main 
concepts. First, that land is the primary natural resource in the rural environment. Second, that 
agriculture and its related industries comprise a major part of the cultural heritage of rural people. 

Arkansas Land and Farm Development Corporation (ALFDC) was founded in 1980 by a group of 
small farmers, landowners, and rural residents. Now we are in our twenty-fifth (25*) year of 
operation as a non-profit 501 © 3 tax exempt organization. ALFDC has a commitment to 
sustainable rural community development as our highest value. Our work is guided by the belief 
that progressive social change and land ownership are the basis for self-determination and self- 
reliance. 

ALFDC has a demonstrated track record for partnership program delivery with USDA and rural 
America. We look forward to our continued working partnership in the future with even greater 
success, particularly with the Office of Civil Rights. 

I hope to discuss our aforementioned and on-going program partnerships with you in the near 
future. 

Again, congratulations. 


Respectfully, 

Dr. Calvin R. King, Sr., President/CEO 



Pc: Senator Blanche Lincoln, D-Arkansas 
Senator Mark Prior, D-Arkansas 
Mr. J. D. Davis, ALFDC Vice President/CFO 
Mr. Oily Neal, Jr., Chairman of the Board 


484 Floyd Brown Drive 


Phone; 870-734-1140 


Post Office Box 743 


Fay- 670-734-4197 


Brmkiey, AR 72021 
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STATE OF COLORADO 


Colorado Department of Agriculture 

WWW, ag, stale, CO. US 

700 Kipling Street, Suite 4000 
Lakewood. CO 80215-8000 
(303) 239-4100 
{303)239-4125 FAX 



March 30, 2005 


Bill Owens, Governor 
Don Ament, Commissioner 
Sheldon R. Jones, Deputy Commissioner 


Senator Wayne Allard 
521 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
Fax: 202.224.6471 


Senator Allard: 

I am writing to support the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr as Under Secretary for the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture Rural Development. Through my interaction with Tom, I have found him to have a great 
passion for rural development. 

Tom has made a tremendous impact In this area, specifically by expediting programs and implementing 
management efficiencies through the release of $762 million authorized in the farm bill that reduced the 
backlog of community water/wastewater infrastructure applications. In addition, he utilized private sector 
resources to expedite the review and announcement of $37 million in Value Added Agricultural Product 
Market Development Grants, 

Tom developed performance standards by measuring outcomes rather than outputs and increased the 
awareness and understanding of USDA Rural Development programs through expanded outreach and 
employee customer service. He conducted the first national management meeting of USDA Rural 
Development senior staff to break down barriers between agencies and ensure field staff Increased their 
efforts to reach out to organizations and individuals who qualified for rural development programs. 

in my capacity as Colorado Commissioner of Agriculture, I have met with Tom when he has traveled to 
Colorado and have worked with him while he served as Senior Advisor to former Secretary of Agriculture 
Ann Veneman. As a fourth generation family farmer, he has a vision for successful farming and ranching, 
and his business and problem solving skills enable him to tackle difficult issues. 

Thank you for your consideration of Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary for USDA Rural Development. 

Sincerely, 


Don Ament 
Commissioner 


c: Senator Saxby Chamliss, Fax: 202.224.0103 
Senator Tom Harkin, Fax; 202.224.9369 
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STATE OF COLORADO 

Colorado Department of Agriculture 

www.ag.state.co.us 

700 Kipling Street. Suite 4000 
Lakewood, CO 80215-8000 
(303) 239-4100 
(303) 239-4125 FAX 



March 30. 2005 


Bill Owens, Governor 
Don Ament, Commissioner 
Sheldon R, Jones, Deputy Commissioner 


Senator Ken Salazar 
702 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
Fax: 202.228.5036 


Senator Salazar: 

I am writing to support the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr as Under Secretary for the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture Rural Development. Through my interaction with Tom, I have found him to have a great 
passion for rural development. 

Tom has made a tremendous impact in this area, specifically by expediting programs and implementing 
management efficiencies through the release of $762 million authorized in the farm bill that reduced the 
backlog of community water/wastewater infrastructure applications. In addition, he utilized private sector 
resources to expedite the review and announcement of $37 million in Value Added Agricultural Product 
Market Development Grants. 

Tom developed performance standards by measuring outcomes rather than outputs and increased the 
awareness and understanding of USDA Rural Development programs through expanded outreach and 
employee customer service. He conducted the first national management meeting of USDA Rural 
Development senior staff to break down barriers between agencies and ensure field staff increased their 
efforts to reach out to organizations and individuals who qualified for rural development programs. 

In my capacity as Colorado Commissioner of Agriculture, I have met with Tom when he has traveled to 
Colorado and have worked with him while he served as Senior Advisor to former Secretary of Agriculture 
Ann Veneman. As a fourth generation family farmer, he has a vision for successful farming and ranching, 
and his business and problem solving skills enable him to tackle difficult issues. 

Thank you for your consideration of Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary for USDA Rural Development. 

Sincerely, 


Don Ament 
Commissioner 
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City of Trinidad 

Office of the City Manager 
P.O. Box 880 
Trinidad, Colorado 81082 
Telephone (719) 846-9843 
Fax (719) 846-4140 
www.historictiinidad.com 


April 19, 2005 


Honorable Senator Ken Salazar 
380 Russell 

Washington, D.C. 20510 


Dear Senator Salazar, 

We are requesting your favorable consideration of Tom Dorr as Under 
Secretary of Rural Development. 

The City of Trinidad is a rural community in southern Colorado. We were 
very appreciative of the fact that someone from Washington, D.C. visited 
our beautiful State, which, Mr. Dorr has done. Mr. Dorr has been to 
Trinidad and presented grant checks to Southern Colorado Head Start, 
Fisher’s Peak YMCA, and the Huerfano/ Las Animas County Council of 
Governments last summer. 

We were both pleased and impressed that our tax dollars could be seen 
coming back to our community and helping our constituents. It gave new 
meaning to “I’m here from the government, and I’m here to help”. 

USDA Rural Development has invested some $10,491,028.00 into Trinidad 
and Las Animas County in the last 4 years. We are pleased with the 
homes, infrastructure, and community facility funding that has helped 
created an economic impact in this area. Mr. Dorr has a vision and 
dedication, which benefits the quality of life we continue to instill in our 
families. 
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CITT OF TRtMOAO. COLOfMOO 


City of Trinidad 

Office of the City Manager 
P.O. Box 880 
Tfinidad, Colorado 81082 
Telephone (719) 846-9843 
Fax (719) 846-4140 
www.historictrinidad.com 


April 19, 2005 


Honorable Senator Wayne Allard 
525 Dirksen 

Washington, D.C. 20510 


Dear Senator Allard, 

We are requesting your favorable consideration of Tom Dorr as Under 
Secretary of Rural Development. 

The City of Trinidad is a rural community in southern Colorado. We were 
very appreciative of the fact that someone from Washington, D.C. visited 
our beautiful State, which, Mr. Dorr has done. Mr. Dorr has been to 
Trinidad and presented grant checks to Southern Colorado Head Start, 
Fisher’s Peak YMCA, and the Huerfano/Las Animas County Council of 
Governments last summer. 

We were both pleased and impressed that our tax dollars could be seen 
coming back to our community and helping our constituents. It gave new 
meaning to “I’m here from the government, and I’m here to help’’. 

USDA Rural Development has invested some $10,491,028.00 into Trinidad 
and Las Animas County in the last 4 years. We are pleased with the 
homes, infrastructure, and community facility funding that has helped 
created an economic impact in this area. Mr. Dorr has a vision and 
dedication, which benefits the quality of life we continue to instill in our 
families. 
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Thank you for your consideration. 
Sincerely, 

Mayor and City Councilmembers 
City of Trinidad 





Nick DeBono, Counciimember 



Nancy Elli4^ouncilmera.ber 
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National Bison Association 

1 400 W. 1 22"*' , Westminster, CO 80234 303-292-2833. Fax 303-292-2564 


Fehmory 16. 2005 


II. S. Jbcnator Wayne Allard 
United .'elates SeniUe 
52 1 Dirksen Senaic On'ice Building 
Wa.'ihingron. 20510-0605 

Dear Senator Allard: 

On bt'hairnFihe National Bison Association, I am writing to .support the appoinlmeni oF 
Thomas Dorr as llte Undersecretary for Rural Development, 

During the past few years, Mr. Dorr has dcmon.straied a strong cominitment to rural 
development itiilialives that can assi.st independent producers and the communities in 
which they live. His commitment to cooperative development, and innovating business 
devclopnient programs is a .strong a.ssei to the independent ranchers and marketers of 
American bi.son. 

Flcase feel free to contact our office for any additional information. 

Sincerely. 


Dave Carter 
F.xecutive Director 
National Bi.son A.s,sociation 
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10. February, 05 


Senator Wayne Allard 

via email: Cory Gardner: corv gardnerfliallard.senate.oov 


Dear Senator Allard: 

I am writing to ask you tor your support of Mr. Thomas Dorr, for Undersecretary of Agriculture. Rural communities are in need of 
strong advocates that understand the issues and are willing to work together, regardless of party affiliations. I don’t believe It is 
an exaggeration to say that in our lifetime we may bear witness to the extinction of many of our rural communities. Left without 
criticat infrastructure services such as broadband and working models that provide a path towards achieving long-term 
sustainabitity, many communities do not currently have the tools they need to pro-actively engage in self-determining activities. 
Entitlement, as well Intended as it may have originally been, Is surely the beginning of the end. 

As a leader in rural development USDA is in a pivotal position to guide our rural communities towards paths that provide for vital 
community development and long-term sustainability. It is imperative that we carefully select our leaders for rural development 
and base our choices on common goals and values. While there will surely be areas of disagreement regarding how to engage 
with and help rural communities, I believe the common ground lies in recognizing the value these communities bring to our 
country and a consensus that they must have the tools and models they need to support, participate and benefit from our 
nation's prosperous well-being, Mr. Dorr is long noted for his passionate support and valuing of our rural communities. 

If a leader is known by the company he keeps, then Mr. Dorr is in good stead. By surrounding himself with strong advocates 
such as Gigi Dennis, Colorado USDA Rural Development State Director, Mr. Dorr is effectively preparing himself and the 
organization to meet and address the challenges it faces in the next four years. 

As a project director for broadband deployment based in the San Luis Valley, I have seen first-hand the need for dedicated, well- 
informed and forward-thinking leadership on both a statewide and national level. In Colorado, we have accomplished more than 
most, and it is my sincere hope that during the confirmation process that you are able to influence your peers to select a person 
that embodies these values regardless of personality or party. I believe that Mr. Dorr is such a candidate. 

I believe that a steadfast commitment to all of Colorado’s communities, both those that are rural and those that “used to be’ rural, 
is the key to our mutual success. Thank you for your unwavering commitment to our future and well-being. 


Kind Regards, 


Kristin E. Johnston 
Co-Director, the 'Next Mile’ Project 
www.slvdrQ.oro/nexlmile.ora 
303-880-0183 cell 

719-589-6099 office 
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March 18, 2005 


Tile Honorable Ken Salu/ar 
U.S. Senator 

40-A Dirkaon .Senate Office Building 
Washington. D.C. 20510 

Dear .Senator Salazar: 

Colorado harm Bureau, our .state's largest agricultural organi.ialion. supports Thomas C. 
Dorr for the pn.sition of USDA Under Secretaiy for Rural Development. We believe he 
has the background, .skills and experience neces.saiy to lead USDA's Rural Development 
efforts. 

Our support for Mr. Dorr come.s through hi.s and our efforts vvorking together in Colorado 
on hchalfor our fanners and ranchers. We need his strong leadership to help sustain 
agriculture and rural economies in Colorado and through out nation. 

Again, we strongly urge your support and a vote for his confirmation in the Senate. 

Thanks for your consideration. 


Sincerely. 



Dr. Alan Fouu. 

President 

/rc 

-Senator Chanibli.ss. Chairman. Senate Agriculture Committee 
.Senator I larkin. Senate Agriculture Committee 
Secretary .lohanns. US Department of Agriculture 
Bob Stallman. Pre.sident. American l-ann Bureau Federation 
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30 January 05 

Senator Ken Salazar 

SDB-40A Senate Dirksen Office Bldg, 

Washington, DC 20610 

Dear Senator Salazar. 

I would like to once again thank you for your very kind remarks about my family and Wray, CO at 
the Environment and Clean Energy Inaugural Ball, We are very proud of our many community- 
minded citizens in Wray (not the least of which is my grandmother!). Rural areas like Wray and 
the San Luis Valley will undoubtedly continue to provide vision for unique and creative processes 
and designs that will serve as models to strengthen our rural communities nationwide; from the 
development of community-owned renewable energy systems, to critical broadband deployment, 
to the creation of value-added agricultural enterprises. Our state Rural Development office, under 
the leadership of Gigi Dennis, has been an invaluable resource in turning these visions and 
processes into reality. 

The success of any rural endeavor, whether it is at the community level or concerning a 
nationwide issue, will depend on committed individuals from both sides of the political fence. 

From a Colorado perspective, I credit the success of Amendment 37 to the willingness of the 
Republican co-chair Lola Spradley and Democratic Congressman Mark Udall to unite the forces 
for positive change... because it was in the best interest of the citizens of the state to do so. From 
a Wray perspective, our success in achieving a $350,000 Department of Local Affairs grant for 
our Wind Turbine project was made possible because of its broad support of both Democratic 
and Republican leadership. In fact, our very first letter of support came as a Joint letter of support 
from Congressman Mark Udall and Congresswoman Marilyn Musgrave Since then, the 
Congressman has formed a task force to Identify the barriers that exist in Colorado; those which 
prevent the agricultural communities of rural Colorado from gaining access to transmission that 
could serve the green power demand of his constituents. Congresswoman Musgrave’s staff 
participates in this roundtable, and once again we are seeing the fruits of this bipartisan effort. 

Over the past year I have had the opportunity and the pleasure to work with Tom Dorr. My 
personal passion is rural vitality, our best chance to maintain and improve the status of the 
communities we hold dear will be found in ways that promote local ownership as well as the 
development of value-added agricultural enterprises; trapping wealth locally for the benefit of the 
communities citizens, Mr, Dorr has been a real help to me in working through the process of 
how we can best achieve this goal. He brings a fresh perspective to the process, and I've found 
him to be genuinely interested In making positive changes in the way USDA affects rural 
communities. There are many opportunities for positive change before us, and it is my hope that 
we don’t travel down the road of partisanship as Mr, Dorr's confirmation gets underway. The time 
to implement our positive vision for rural America is now, and there is a place for all of us at the 
table - from the family-farm advocates to the larger agricultural enterprises of the eastern plains. 
From personal experience, i know he is committed to that vision for rural communities. I hope 
you will give Mr, Dorr your full and fair consideration when deciding upon your support for his 
nomination. It is my belief that once again we have an opportunity for bi-partisanship to pave the 
way for an exciting and bold future for all of the stakeholders in rural Colorado, 

I have attached the pdf for the brochure that was created for the Inaugural Bali, I believe I gave 
Ken Lane and yourself a copy, but later realized that what you were given was the draft version. 

With best personal regards. 

Michael Bowman 
Wray, CO 80758 
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March ! 7. 2005 

The Honorable Senator Wayne Allard 
United States Senate 
52! Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 ! 0 

Dear Senator Allard. 

()n behalf of the potato growei'.s of the Colorado Potato Administrative Conirnittee we 
urge you to .support Tom Dorr as the Prcsidcnt'.s appointee as the U.SDA Under Secrctaiw 
of Rural Development. Mr. Dorr has extensive knowledge and experience in agriculture 
and rural America. 

As a recipient ofa V'alue. Added Grant from U.SDA Rtiral Development. I understand the 
value of Mr. Dorrhs experience in helping rural America help itself. As we .shi ft Farm 
Bill resoiii'ces away from government price .supports to more W'TO friendly farm 
programs, its going to be impnrlant they vve have tru.stcd and proven leadership to guide 
the economic development of our rural comnnmities. '(dm Dorr provides that leadership. 
As Senior Advisor VO the USDA .Secretary, Mr Dorr leadership wa.s tested and proved 
effective as he tackled tough farin issues dealing with management of the National 
Finance Center in New Orleans, minority former i.ssiies with Vernon Parker, As.si,stant 
Administrator for Civil Rights, and API IIS on animal idcnliHcation issues. 

This is a critical time for American agriculture as we have to find creative ways to keep 
our rural communities alive as wc transition aw-ay from farm price support programs. We 
need to act quickly in confirming Tom Dorr as the U.SDA Under Secretary of Rural 
Development. A.s di.scu,ssion.s begin on the new Farm Bill, it's important to have a strong 
leader in place to insure that we will have new economic development programs in place 
to prevent the demise of rural America as we shift away from price .su]iport programs. 
Thank you (dr your consideration in thi.s matter and please do not hesitate to contact me if 
I can be of any assistance. 

Sincerely, 


Chris Voigt 
[ixcculive Director 



Southern Colorado 


April 14, 2005 


The Honorable Wayne Allard 
United States Senator 
525 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Allard: 

We urge your favorable vote for Thomas C. Dorr, Nominee for Under Secretary Rural 
Development, Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. Dorr has shown great interest and support for southern Colorado, visiting even the smallest 
communities in the Action 22 area. He supports racial diversity at USDA directing staffs to be 
more proactive in reaching out to deserving minorities. With the concerns about the United States 
declining farming industry, Mr. Dorr has provided his vision of an efficient farming operation, which 
is something southern Colorado is looking at improving and in “thinking out of the box" to enhance 
the industry. 

i have met Mr. Dorr and was very impressed with his vision and his impacts, especially in the area 
of Rurai Development. The Action 22 area, consisting of 22 counties, has 15 counties in the 
bottom third of media income and rural development is very much needed. 

We urge your concurrence with the nomination of Mr. Dorr as Under Secretary for Rurai 
Development, Department of Agriculture. 

Sincerely, 

Cathy Garcia 

Catherine A Garcia 
President/coo 
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Southern Colorado 


April 14. 2005 


The Honorable Ken Salazar 
United States Senator 
SDB-40A Dirksen Senate Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20510 


Dear Senator Salazar: 

We urge your favorable vote for Thomas C, Dorr, Nominee for Under Secretary Rural 
Development, Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. Dorr has shown great interest and support for southern Colorado, visiting even the smallest 
communities in the Action 22 area. He supports racial diversity at USDA directing staffs to be 
more proactive in reaching out to deserving minorities. With the concerns about the United States 
declining farming industry, Mr. Dorr has provided his vision of an efficient farming operation, which 
is something southern Colorado is looking at improving and in "thinking out of the box" to enhance 
the industry. 

I have met Mr. Dorr and was very impressed with his vision and his impacts, especially in the area 
of Rural Development. The Action 22 area, consisting of 22 counties, has 1 5 counties In the 
bottom third of media income and rural development is very much needed. 

We urge your concurrence with the nomination of Mr. Dorr as Under Secretary for Rural 
Development, Department of Agriculture. 

Sincerely, 

Cathy Garcia 

Catherine A Garcia 
President/coo 
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RALPH PA!0E 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

Board of Directors 

PTKiidCTt 
Woodrow Koown 

ARKANSAS 

Vic6.ft«idcajt 
Edward Cline 
TEXAS 


The Federation of Southern Cooper itives 
Land Assistance Fund 

Public Relations and Fundraising O^cs 
2769 Ontfcb Street 
East Paint, GA 30344 



March 23, 2005 


Telephone (40«) 765*0991 
Facsfmtte (404; 765-9178 
C-maiJ fe^mindsprinfrcmn 
www.fcderatlonsoufheme«»p-coin 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss Fa»: (202) 224-0t03 

United Stat» Senator 

416 Russell Senate Office BuBding 

Washington, DC 20510 


Dear Senator Chambliss: 


Treasurer 
Curtis Inabinett 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

Secrewry 
Shirley Blalaly 
MISSISSIPPI 

Sarins James 
GEORGIA 

Pearl Long 
FLORIDA 

Mattie Maek 
KENTUCKY 

Eddie Ayen 
ALABAMA 

Daniel Bostamanre 
TEXAS 
MK50VR1 
LOUISIANA 

Chaplain 
G.L. Twitty 
AT LARGE 

Norwood Davis 
at LARGE 

Robert S. Browne 
AT large 

Rural Training 
and 

RMearch Center 
P O. Box 95 
Epes. aL 35460 
205-652-9676 


I am writing in support of the nomination of Mr. 1 bomas Dorr for USDA 
Uiukrsectcteiy ter Rural Developmeot lam pears tnal^endoTslag his 
nominattoti because of his deep interest in de ^lopment. He has 

made several visits to the communities within the -edcration’s network 
and has a great understanding of the needs of rura] poor communtties. He 
is the man for the job. 

I appreciate your support for his nomination. 


Combined Federal Campaign Nnmber: 1607 
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$M^RAU£lCU^ai«QTO 
CnalipenoR, Boanl of Agrtcgtture 

DUANE K. OICAUOTO 
Dsputy ip th« Chiirp«fson 


StB^ioTHawefl 

DEPARTUDir or ASnCULTURE 
South King Stmt 
Honolulu. Haw^ 968i^2St2 

April 22. 2005 



The Honor^le Daniel K. Inouye 
722 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington. D.C. 20510-2201 

Dear Senator Inouye; 

Re: Nomination of Thomas Dorr as Undersecretary for Rural 
Development. U.S. Department of Agriculture 

I am writing to request your support for the confirmation of Thomas Dorr as 
Undersecretary for Rural Development, U.S. Department of Agriculture, whose 
confirmation hearing is scheduled before the U.S. Senate on Tuesday, April 26, 
2006. 

1 have met personally with Mr. Dorr several times as he served as special 
assistant to the Secretary of Agriculture and found him to be a staunch advocate 
for niral economic development throughout the nation. Mote importantly, he is 
supportive of agriculturat and rural development in Hawaii. He has been involved 
in assisting Hawaii farmers and growers by helping to create value-added 
programs, which increase the value of various Hawaii crops. 

Mr. Dorr is also fomiliar with the uniqueness of Hawaii and the Important role 
agriculture plays m our history, culture and economy. In addition to working with 
the Hawaii Department of Agriculture, Mr. Dorr has assisted the Department of 
Hawaiian Home Lands in rural development initiatives. 

Over the years. Mr. Dorr has proved to be a friend to Hawaii and I respectfully 
request your support for his confiimation. 


Sincerely, 



Hawaii Board of Agriculture 



UMDAUNQIE 

Go>t«iTKir 


SMOfU t.£C KUNIMOTO 
Ohaiiperon. Boanj of J^rtcuHure 



OiANE K. OKAMOrO 
Oepu^ CO ine Chalrpaiscn 


SiBta of ftewl 

DEPAATMeHT OF AfifttCULTDRE 
1428 Sout> Kins Street 
Honotutu. Hawes 96814-2512 

April 22, 2005 


The Honorable Daniel K. Akaka 
141 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D C. 20510-2201 

Dear Senator Akaka; 

Re; Nomination of Thomas Dorr as Undeisecretaiy for Rural 
Development, U.S. Department of Agriculture 

I am writing to request your support for the confinnation of Thomas Don as 
Undersecretary for Rural Development, U.S. Department of Agriculture, whose 
confirmation hearing is scheduled before the U.S. Senate on Tuteday, April 26, 
2005. 


I have met personally with Mr. Dorr several times as he served as special 
assistant to the Secretary of Agriculture and feund him to be a staunch advocate 
tor rural economic development throughout the nation. Mote importantly, he is 
supportive of agricultural and rural development in Hawaii. He has been involved 
in assisting Hawaii farmers and growers by helping to create value-added 
programs, which increase die value of various Hawaii crops. 

Mr. Dorr is also familiar with the uniqueness of Hawaii and the important role 
agriculture plays in our history, culture and economy. In addition to working with 
the Hawaii Department of Agriculture, Mr. Dorr has assisted the Department of 
Hawaiian Home Lands in rural development initiatives. 

Over the years, Mr. Dorr has proved to be a friend to Hawaii and I respecthilly 
request your support for his confirmation. 


Sincor^, 

y 




Sandra Lee Kunimoto, Chairperson 
Hawaii Board of Agriculture 



99 



'oeemot^t 




■1^.0. Beat >$50 ff o fl ii Tu *, CktKta ^<$95* 

7St*t^i|yiJgy«'M3&<>^i^7>‘^SiM?»S^AlLy» gCT aj8a w<1 . e pr^ 


Fidbc Peseta: Cspsclio 

(Snanstr 

SbIco SeocrHc^faui . 
XMsBmsm^^saakw 


BaooraU* iHuual K* Abltt 
I %m^-a ScnB&xr 

aduuie Offlte BuUd!8j( 
Wadsn^ISC SISIO 
Rk* 002) 234^1^ 


Jte&aoerAlt^ 

I VttUaflmybiBgtotbbcgpQrtml^tagaiBmgfldyaBOiiycurdiflipgttiafcdlBaijE^fet^ifltbftTJJS.'Aaats. I 
SarwQtil to vorHitf witti yui in {nfliBiSftg CBiqu* itlulObtMp tetwatt thd LTJin Ouan, ODAd 

dto BuiSc b; 90 C. 

Tba {a^fase o^ilHi boar b to eswev toy auppnr (Ur Qto WfrUiudon or Mr. ITiomas Dnrr as ihe 

(/■dmBOuafyfiar ^ Ushe^ SbtttQMporviuttUof AcrfMlbffvXaral Dc«ekt>aedt, Tlw nnfinaelioB heanog 

IScffi&iDdntscAkadiiWforAcnld^ 2005. 

Ttti 1%3 Ifr. X^cts ttaure ax tto Aa^ Uftderzaebxy, Qoaa ba& MOUfidS oaBy 6ntoCaa]ida& andl thaxtcifi 
nTaiTBcm bfioonn avatlofalo far h*»yf^c . IsAfistniotwa, boxvmoU? and ouxiiatoa iWraliTjioBau Wto 

lie natty dbadlatsos Obi cue io ead* of Asae toews, USBA toj Pcvrlnpowathaa cvdvtdaa atey paimor 
ta tovatnefag oS oar local roo ttf ea to mast taeg fiaafleU) dsaflcagis- 

A« totwIlaBt oma^ is a S12»S aiiSieB Ian vada vn^atia la fissnea ^ csnsneaoa of » aaaf CtBtpy of 
fiabstioeal Soidtci buddog at thB Uttlwniiy ttf CimOt tbe Doly fbur (4) yearhlf^ educatioB iaaifaipoa jq da 
Q 0 Cln VfeMom PaoiQe. Wjftoiot (h» mliteica of fJSDA SApt) l3Bn«10|in»BE. tfns nuirti uaMtod paEjJeci may not 
hiua baeoifla a lOlltiy. Tbk uvll bav^ « toag tana Intact m fiUppwt of Wmn ntaaict 

dgv l opttiwa to ptoptfo our e^dbo*! k Goam and 600 from tha finftatflLS. Trod TerriioTUa to compOio m Oto 
^otail ecoaono. 

Aowr^asI)', ! bBrnUy sadk y«or npbcRt u 1kvef«b]y coodJor a^Munke Mr. £>cb7 far Ok poMoa. Yaw 
assUiaiw w ttdt bosrtns (vootn »Ul iwa U)cdy ODfttfibuBi d finber tfie dmiopomt of jtacmccs QQauBn\ 
cpd Ihc AfEcIy AaodruDd SttAc to dhjt W^Mwit WdOc. 

YdureqBAntHd BOppBn.tj>dsHktmrafciotncappreei«adfaypnr^gpfa. 

siYrfaxMa'atoJ 


IMasa^mmCudkaa 

Q^raanoriJfOaxra. 



100 



1^.0. Bos 29 SO. ibiakfia. dhtam 

Ta«Kid47»993X‘M3bC^4;r7S^*^^^^93tcnaiM^ 


FaSt PctM Camadbo 


^Sflieo Soc»x Mc^rba 

LioBmamCavtrmar 


BcmmbbStsdel K. Tosncya 

lUsittd StSSttSeiDKnr 
722 Hart 5c4WEa Of^se Bolting 
Wa£hlfi^.DC 205mia2 
Fa^*CZ02)22'WW 


bear BoMtsr Iaoi&>k 

f Vbou&f flRt liw ID qIs iUs opporQiaky ta cosmbb^ ywi tm yuic diffiligutdied t CSd g r dUlp hi US SB&attn 1 jparsoiuilly 
| 0ij ^f nT <Mt4 IP ^ha you ^ f gugim^ ng dm taJque rde S a nl iap l;« c wie l > th» U.S> Cmai. a»3 Ifafc Rtgiaa. 

The pvpase sf this ktv to to iwiMBy oanvcy my suppaT fs toe otanlnsSaa of Mr. Tbftiias l>atr no toe tTmtoveaetaesy tat; 
ijhEU«i!^StotaZ]qHVOmQC«f/^akuaSLis«lDev£lapcMft ThvoaafinttfdisibcalBfiftirMr.lXarbGdtodiiiod^A^ 
26,2001 

BUrfl^ Mr. Doci^ tesBC as tfas Actiilf lbdcnMentB«y, Gua hac ««toeaseil many oppnnxBuiifta «&4 6aiactai roeaurokc 
btnaoa aviibbto fir beiastog, ttotuviBserc^ comiMaliy fecilhito, nd toinnesa dawatofaettL W^th 4 d: yaany ck&HaatU ^lAf 
esia to fr tfV tf ihc«e eeeien, US12A Mum bBVklniwncnt; has crvohred aa a key jartnorin toitoto|l2tft of wr lecsl ofatotSS tO 
ratrs towa flfwnrtal e hfliicnjt ea, 

eHMltoat ctoantoto to n-5l3.S nittloB loan macb wsUebto le lum 0 «* to* aetoOVcoeti af a otw Con«^ of BtoftSE^nal 
Studies toiAitia^ to ib of Gu^ toe oea)i ftnr (a) year hitter oducaUon nDb'Uaun to «&• Wettsun Pa eai l e . 

Wlthmic toa aBtotaooo gf USDA Iteil OevalefnMoi. (tos aueh needed ptojad nay art bftvc tPcoB C a rB«li^ 'Hua sew 
bcaliQrwiUtoiMReloQg torn lAipaerfaiSyppaniirhiBiBaRjoizrcodav^opnaa(<o ynjurnotocldacaa toCuaafiri titaselhaB 
' toe4Mn«rU.STVaaTtorilertoctoeoe:ipetototheitfctoa]eayixsoy. 

Aceoniai^y. I scot your g ppot t o tovorakly oottado; eonfinidBBitor. pon-fto- Qm poshSott Yow antotanoe on Ale 
hiodng jUWME Riott bkrty oeeirt&uto u AxihtT the dc.TElBT»neQt ofcnoucen «n Guam and toa Ftseijr AStooiatM Stotos 
to ttor WoBTB Pnrfflr, 

Yauir eoBiitoiad aUfyort oad fistoiMs are oiosc sfipadoErf bjf our poopta. 
a Yu'W>«a‘»aBJ 
Sinsgnt yan Sfagdlur, 


mjxt.CMSAafo 

/Atkgg'IJheHGudftMfi 

Gevoraor^Ocere 



101 


Iowa Central 


Comm 


c o L L R c c 


funr Dodge t>niw» WO AvoRMM«F«tt)<*rfsrJ*»»»W)50l ■ (51^1 ?7*7aoi 
1-BOO-3A2 2793 • W^itee; hiip://www.iCKr.(T.ta.u{ 


April 22, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chair 

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee 

Russel Senate Office Building 

Room 328 A 

Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 


1 am writing in strong support of Mr. Tom Dorr for his Under Secretary of Agriculture 
appointment. As you know from our discussions with Congressman Latham, Mr. Dorr is 
a friend of mine who I personally believe wiH do a very good job as Under Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

Mr. Dorr has had a long and distinguished career of serving the state of Iowa and has a 
wealth of knowledge and experience that will help guide him as he leads the USDA 
Rural Development Agency. Please support his nomination when he appears before 
your committee, 


Tharft you tor your consideration and best wishes. 


Tie/B. K( 


JamesfB. Kersten 

AsscKjate V.P. of Development and Government Relations 


Cc: Senator Charles Grassley 
Senator Tom Harkin 
Secretary Johanns 
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STORM MKC ClihriW 
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3402 Eissnhower AVe ’ 

Ames, Iowa 50010 

515-232-1531 

drkeeney@iastate.edu 

June 25, 2003 

Tom Dotr 

Undersecretary of Rural Development 
United S tates Department of Agriculture 
Washington DC 20250 

Dear Torn: 

I underst ind your nomination is nearly complete, pending a possible filibuster from Senator 
Harkin. Congratulations. 

I write to apologize for appearing at your hearing in 2002. It was something I should have said 
no to right off, but did not. Then it sort of drug on and I had to go through with the appearance or 
“lose face”. That still does not make if right. I recently read an interesting book that chronicled 
the Clinton years. The book is “The Natural, The Misunderstood Presidency of Bill Clinton”. 

The author is Joe Klein. I am not recommending the book particularly, because it ends up 
affirming; what most of us thought of Clinton, but Klein spends a chapter going over the history of 
politics ijt the US and how it has changed to such an adversary art. It was during the reading of 
this book that I realized that I had become part of that mudslinging and character assassination. 
That is not the type of legacy 1 would like to leave. 

Our disagreements were minor, and should have been left in private. I will never sign on to your 
assessment of how the agriculture of Iowa should look, but must admit that your vision is the 
more likeJy outcome. Over tlie last few years 1 have realized that it better to get to the most stable 
agricultu 'e in Iowa with as little social and environmental upheaval as possible. I imagine that 
would fit with your thinking. 

You have been misunderstood, and made a poster child for big agriculture. I am sure that has not 
particute ly bothered you. But I have not been proud of my little part in helping paint that 
picture. 

Good luck in the remainder of your term, however long that may be. Maybe sometime when we 
are in the same orbit we can have a talk about the old times. And yes, retirement is agreeing with 
me. 1 have never regretted the decision to get out of the system because it is largely broke 
anyway. 

Dennis Keeney 
Emeritus Professor 
Iowa Stale University 
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NORTHEAST LOUISIANA BLACK FARMERS 
AND LANDOWNERS ASSOCIATION 
3873 HENDERSON LOOP 
SONDHEIMER, LA. 71276 


February 21, 2005 

Hon. Tom Harkin, U.S. Senator 

Senate Cornrnittee on Agnculturc, Nutritjon & Forestry' 

Room SR-328A 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Washington, DC. 20510-6000 

Dear Senator Harkin: 


This Organization, known as the Northeast Louisiana Black Fanners and Landowners 
Association gives sincere support for the confirmation of Mr. Thomas Dorr as Under- 
secretary of the United States Department of Agriculture for Rural Development. Mr. 
Door have made great accomplishments in this position and has earned the trust from 
rural Americans to carry out this mission. 


We feel that Mr. Dorr will continue his compassion towards the development of rural 
areas of this country and will continue to be very productive in his tenure as Under- 
secretary of the United States Department of Agriculture for Rural America. 

Your full support in this particular matter will be greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 

% ■ 

Dextei\L. Davis, President 
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NORTHEAST LOUISIANA BLACK FARMERS 
AND LANDOWNERS ASSOCIATION 
3873 HENDERSON LOOP 
SONDHEIMER, LA. 71276 


February 21, 2005 

Hon. Saxby Chambliss, Chair 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, & Forestry 
Room SR-328A 
Russell Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510-6000 

Dear Senator Chamblis; 

This letter being sent to your attention is in full support for the confirmation of Mr. 
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary of the United States Department of Agriculture for 
Rural Development. He has made several trips to the Mississippi Delta to evaluate the 
needs and concerns of those in the rural areas. His leadership in this capacity is very much 
needed by those who has gained trust in him. 

Mr. Dorr's conformation will be valued as it would become a continued asset to the 
Department and also to rural America. We are diligently seeking your full support to Mr. 
Dorr's confirmation. 

Thanking you in advance, I remain. 

Sincerely yours. 


Dexter 


ivis. President 
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Minnesota 
House of 
Representatives 


Gregory M. Davids 
State Representative 
Speaker Pro Tempore 

District 31 B 

Fillmore and Houston Counties 



COMMITTEES: CHAIR. AGRICULRIRE AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT 
COMMERCE /VMD RNANCUM. INSTITUTIONS 
TECHNOLOGY. BIOSCIENCE AND MEDICAL PRODUCTS DIVISION 
TOURISM DIVISION 

Aprin8,2005 


Senator Norm Coleman 
320 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Coleman; 

I would like to take this opportunity to strongly encourage you to support and vote 
for Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development of the US 
Department of Agriculture. 

President George W. Bush, in nominating Mr. Dorr for this key position at USDA 
Rural Development, in expressing his confidence in the outstanding work already 
performed by Mr. Dorr at USDA Rural Development when he served as Under Secretary. 

I would like to focus on three key reasons why Mr. Dorr should be confirmed by 
the Senate as Under Secretary. First, Mr. Dorr is a person of outstanding character and 
integrity. During the time that he served as Under Secretary, Mr. Dorr provided strong 
leaderehip in the Department on matters relating to a strict adherence of ethics, of the 
rules and regulations governing the agency, and strict accountability concerning the 
Administration of budget matters within USDA Rural Development. 

Second, Mr. Dorr proved himself to be a competent administrator of USDA Rural 
Development during the time that he served as Under Secretary. Mr. Dorr is a man of 
great vision and he provided strong direction and leadership to the state directors who 
administrate USDA Rural Development Programs at the state level. Mr. Dorr possesses 
excellent financial and business expertise. He also during that time at USDA Rural 
Development forged new and creative relationships with non-profits, community 
economic development organizations, and government leaders at the state and local 
levels. In implementing the 2002 US Farm Bill, Mr. Dorr effectively utilized private 
sector resources to help expedite the review and announcement of S37 million in Value 
Added, Renewable Energy, and Broadband provisions of the Farm Bill. Mr. Dorr has 
also forged new leadership in implementing the renewable energy provisions of the 2002 
Farm bill. Minnesota has received the largest allocation of any state in the nation fi-om 
these renewable energy funds, and we thank Mr. Doit for his leadership here. 


© 


RO- Box 32, Preston, Minnesota 55965 

State Office Building, IQQ Rev Dr Marlin Luther King Jr Bl vd. SI. Paul, Minnesote 55155-1298 

FAX: {651)296-4121 TTY: {651) 296-9896 Email: rep.greg-davids@house.mn 


(507) 765-2790 
{651) 296-9278 


(800) 551-9145 
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Third and finally, Mr. Dorr is a fourth generation farmer from Iowa. He has the 
hands on skills of knowing what agriculture and rural economic development is all about. 
I commend President George Bush for his appointment of Thomas Dorr to this key 
position so vital to the future of rural Minnesota and rural America. I might add that in 
the time that Mr. Dorr served as Under Secretary for USD A Rural Development he made 
at least three trips that I am aware to Minnesota to announce projects of key importance 
to the rural areas of our state. I speak for everyone in the rural community when I say 
that we are grateful to Mr. Dorr for the good work that he done for us in the state of 
Minnesota. 

Senator Coleman, I strongly urge you to support and vote for Thomas C. Dorr’s 
nomination as Under Secretary of USDA Rural Development. I thank you for the 
opportunity to express my views to you on this important matter. 

With appreciation. 




Greg Blaine 

State Representative 
/^sistant Majority Whip 
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District 12B 

Morrison and Crow Wing Counties 


Minnesota 
House of 
Representatives 


COMMITTEES: VICE CHAIR, AGRICULTURE AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT 
ENVIRONMENT MtD NATURAL RESOURCES 
STATE GOVERNMENT FINANCE 

April 18, 2005 


The Honorable Norm Coleman 
320 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Coleman; 

I am writing to encourage you to support the confirmation of Thomas Dorr as U.S. Under Secretary 
of Agriculture for Rural Development. 

During Mr. Dorr’s previous tenure as Under Secretary for Rural Development, he proved to be a person of 
great vision, administrative ability, and financial expertise. He provided strong direction and leadership to the 
state directors who administrate USDA Rural Development programs. In addition, he forged new and creative 
relationships with nonprofits, community economic development organizations, and government leaders at the 
state and local level, hi implementing the 2002 U.S. Farm Bill, Mr. Dorr effectively utilized private-sector 
resources to help expedite the review and announcement of $37 million in Value Added, Renewable Energy, 
and Broadband provisions of the Farm Bill. Mr. Dorr also broke new ground in implementing the renewable 
energy provisions of the Farm Bill, Minnesota received the largest allocation of any state in the nation from 
these renewable energy funds, and we thank Mr. Dorr for his leadership on this. 

Also during Mr. Dorr’s previous tenure as Under Secretary, he made at least three trips to Minnesota 
to announce projects of key importance to the rural areas of our state. I speak for many in rural Minnesota 
when I say that we are grateful to Mr, Dorr for flie good work that he has done. 

In conclusion, I strongly urge you to support and vote for Thomas Dorr’s nomination as Under Secretary of 
USDA Rural Development, especially since he is already a “known quantity’’ in this role. Thank you for your 
consideration and for all you do to represent our great state in Washington. 


Sincerely, 



Rep. Greg Blaine, Vice Chair 

House Agriculture and Rural Development Committee 

GB/niew 


14868 Dove Road. Little Fails. Minnesota 56345 

545 State Office Buiiding, 100 Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Blvd- St Paul, Minnesota 55155-1298 
EmailT reD.qrea-blaine@house.leq,state.mn.us TOLL FREE: 888-727-4612 


(320) 632-3576 
(651)296-4247 
FAX (651) 297-2668 
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Sanders, MichaelA -OM 

From: sharonw1@hickorytech.net%inter2 [sharonw1@hickotytech.netl 
Sent: Thursday, April 21 , 2005 3:00 PM 

To: greaterstate2002@yahoo.com%inter2 

Subject: Coleman-supporl for Dorrs 


April 21, 2005 

Senator Norm Coleman 
320 Senate Hart Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Coleman, 

On behalf of the Minnesota Pork Producers Association we are pleased to support Thomas C. Dorr for 
the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Rural infrastructure is extremely important to our members. Investments in broadband technology and 
other basic infrastructure make rural Minnesota more attractive to employees of farms and the next 
generation of farm owners. 

Mr. Dorr has been successful in a short period of time in getting through red tape and expediting 
programs. These skills are badly needed in government. Having government programs to assist rural 
America is one thing but implemention is what is really important. 

Mr. Dorr actions thus far have demonstrated that he is extremely capable and we support him without 
reservation. 

Sincerely, 

iW 


David Preisler Larry Liepold 

MPPA Executive Director MPPA President 
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April 22, 2005 

The Honorable Saxby Chamliss 
United States Senate 
Washington D.C. 20510 


Dear Senator; 

The Minnesota Com Growers Association has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in 
rural Minnesota, We work with farmers and members of rural communities and understand their 
needs and challenges. It is important that we have strong leadership at the Department of 
Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We support Thomas C. Dorr for the position 
of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr, Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural 
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value-added and sustainable 
agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain 
competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to 
minorities in order to ensure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the 
greatest possibility of success and help ensure their continued funding in a very tight budget period. 
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Our members need Tom 
Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the 
United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 

Gene Sandager, President 
Minnesota Com Growers Association 
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April 22, 2005 

The Honorable Tom Harkin 
United States Senate 
Washington D.C. 20510 


Dear Senator; 

The Minnesota Com Growers Association has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in 
rural Minnesota. We work with farmers and members of rural communities and understand their 
needs and challenges. It is important that we have strong leadership at the Department of 
Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We support Thomas C. Dorr for the position 
of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural 
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value-added and sustainable 
agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain 
competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to 
minorities in order to ensure their foil participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the 
greatest possibility of success and help ensure their continued funding in a very tight budget period. 
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Our members need Tom 
Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the 
United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 



Gene Sandager, President 
Minnesota Com Growers Association 
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April 25, 2005 

The Honorable Norm Coleman 
United States Senate 
Washington D.C. 20510 


Dear Senator; 

The Minnesota Com Growers Association has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in 
rural Minnesota. We work with farmers and members of rural communities and understand their 
needs and challenges. It is important that we have strong leadership at the Department of 
Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area, We support Thomas C. Dorr for the position 
of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural 
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value-added and sustainable 
agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain 
competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to 
minorities in order to ensure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the 
greatest possibility of success and help ensure their continued funding in a very tight budget period. 
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Our members need Tom 
Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the 
United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 

Gene Sandager, President 
Minnesota Com Growers Association 
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-HORIZED TO PSACnCE LAW IN 
4'iiNNESOTA, Wisconsin, Iowa, 
South Dakota, Washington D.C., 
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WRITER’S DIRECT DIAL NUMSER l^GUK OF MINNESOTA QUES BWLDING 

Suite 450, 14S L^^ivasnr AvoniE West 
St. Paul, Msimsan. 55103-2044 
TELEPlKKffi (651) 228-9757 
Facsmile (651) 228-9787 


Minneapolis Office 
1800 Fifth Street Towers 
!50 South Fifth Street 
Minneafolb. AbNNESOTA 55402-42 1 8 
Telephone (612) 672-3600 
Facsimile (632) 672-3777 


April 21, 2005 

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Attn: Legislative Director 
United States Senate 
Washington, D. C. 20510 

VIA FAX: 202-224-0103 

RB: Thomas C. Don- 

Nomination - USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development 
Dear Senator Chambliss: 

Shortly, you will be voting on the confirmation of Thomas C. Don to serve as Under Secretary 
for Rural Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture. I want to encourage your support 
for Mr. Don and your vote for his confirmation. 

I served as the State Director of the former USDA Farmers Home Administration in the late 
1970's. In that capacity, I learned how important the efforts of the department are toward 
improving the lives of people living and working in rural American. The needs of rural 
Americans are unique and require special attention. I believe that Mr. Don has demonstrated his 
ability to understand those needs and give them the special attention they require. 

Through the department's outreach efforts and its employee attention to "customer service," rural 
people are being better served. Through its emphasis on servicing low income and elderly 
populations and its efforts to enhance rural cooperatives, the department is assuring better service 
to rural Americans. And, by running more efficient operations and implementing numerous 
innovations , the Department of Agriculture is improving its services to rural America. 

Thomas Dorr has been at the center of all these efforts. He has been a leader in the fight for 
better service tot rural American and better operations at the department. 
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It is time for the Senate to give its confirmation to the nomination of Thomas Dorr for the post of 
Under Secretary for Rural Development, United Stales Department of Agriculture, 1 encourage 
your hearty support. 
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mEPHONE (612) 672-3600 
Facsimile (632) 672-3777 


April 21, 2005 


The Honorable Norman B. Coleman 
United States Senate 
320 Hart Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 20510 

Attention: Jeff Harrison, Legislative Director 

Dear Senator Coleman: 

Shortly, you will be voting on the confinnation of Thomas C. Dorr to serve as Under Secretary 
for Rmal Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture. I want to encourage your support 
for Mr. Dorr and your vote for his confirmation. 

As you are aware, I served as the State Director of the former USDA Farmers Home 
Administration in the late 1970’s. In that capacity, I learned how important the efforts of the 
department are toward improving the lives of people living and wor^ng in rural American. The 
needs of rural Americans are unique and require special attention. I believe that Mr. Dorr has 
demonstrated his ability to understand those needs and give them the special attention they 
require. 

Through the department’s outreach efforts and its employee attention to "customer service," rural 
people are being better served. Through its emphasis on servicing low income and elderly 
populations and its efforts to enhance rural cooperatives, the department is assuring better service 
to rural Americans. And, by running more efficient operations and implementing numerous 
innovations , the Department of Agriculture is improving its services to rural America. 

Thomas Dorr has been at the center of all these efforts. He has been a leader in the fight for 
better service tot rural American and better operations at the department. 
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It is time for the Senate to give its cortfiimation to the nomination of Thomas Dorr for the post of 
Under Secretary for Rural Development, United States Department of Agriculture. I encourage 
your hearty support. 




116 


XHOiOZED TO PRACTtCE LAW IN 

MiNNEStja, Wisconsin, Iowa, 
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Minneapolis Office 
1800 Fifth Steeet Towers 
150 South Rmi Street 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402-4218 
Telephone (612) 672-3600 
FACsiAnLE(6l2) 672-3777 


April 21,2005 

The Honorable Mark Dayton 
United States Senate 
SR-123 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 20510 

RE: Thomas C. Dorr 

Nomination — USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development 
Dear Senator Dayton: 

Shortly, you will be voting on the confirmation of Thomas C. Dorr to serve as Under Secretary 
for Rural Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture. I want to encourage your support 
for Mr. Don and your vote for bis confirmation. 

As you are aware, I served as the State Director of the former USDA Farmers Home 
Administration in the late I970's. In that capacity, I learned how important the efforts of the 
department are toward improving the lives of people living and working in rural American. The 
needs of rural Americans are unique and require special attention. I believe that Mr. Dorr has 
demonstrated his ability to understand those needs and give them the special attention they 
require. 

Through the department’s outreach efforts and its employee attention to "customer service," rural 
people are being better served. Through its emphasis on servicing low income and elderly 
populations and its efforts to enhance rural cooperatives, the department is assuring better service 
to rural Americans. And, by running more efficient operations and implementing numerous 
innovations , the Department of Agriculture is improving its services to rural America. 

Thomas Dorr has been at the center of all these efforts. He has been a leader in the fight for 
better service tot rural American and better operations at the department. 
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It is time for the Senate to give its confirmation to the nomination of Thomas Dorr for the post of 
Under Secretary for Rnxal Development, United States Department of Agriculture. I encourage 
your hearty support. 
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Officers: 

Myron Douglas 
President 

Joe Bryant 
Vice-President 

Elvadus Fields 
Secretary 

Louis Sanders 
Treasurer 

Dexter Davis 
Parliamentarian 


Board Members: 

Carolyn day 
Marty Sabb 
Roland WillingbaiQ 
Peter Williams 


TRI-STATE STAIEEHOLDERS of the 1890’s 
P.O. Box 506 
Charleston, MS 38921 


February 14, 2005 


Hon. Saxby Chambliss, Chan- 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry 
Room SR-328A 
Russell Office Building 
Washington, DC. 20510-6000 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

This letter comes to express our full and un-wavering support for the 
confirmation of Mr. Thomas Dorr as Under-Secretary of the United States 
Department of Agriculture for Rural Development. We have had the 
opportunity of meeting and working with Mr. Dorr during his several 
visits to the Mississippi Delta area. The membership of our association 
found him to be a man of character, as well as a person who has the 
development of rural areas of our country at heart. 

We strongly feel that Mr. Dorr will be an invaluable asset to The 
Secretary of Agriculture in revitalizing rural areas, strengthening their 
ability to be part of the productive economy of our great country. 

We ask that you give this matter your full support and eagerly await Mr. 
Dorr’s confirmation. 

Thanking you in advance, I am, 

Sincerelyyours, 

Myron ^uglas 

cc: The Hon. Thad Cochran, U.S. Senator, State of Mississippi 
The Hon. Mike Johaims, Secretary, USDA 
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Officm: 

Myron Douglas 
President 

Joe Bryant 
Vice-President 

Eivadus Fields 
Secretary 

Louis Sandkrs 
Treasurer 

Dexter Davis 
Parliamentarian 


Board Members: 
Can)!3rii 

Mar^ Sabb 
Roland Willingham 
Peter WtUiams 


TRI-STiTE STAKEHOLDERS of the 1890’s 
P.Q. Box 506 
Charleston, MS 38921 


February 14, 2005 


Hon. Tom Harkin, U.S. Senator 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry 

Room SR-328A 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Washington, DC. 20510-6000 

Dear: Senator Harkin 

This letter comes to express our support for the confirmation of Mr. 
Thomas Dorr as Under-Secretary of the United States Department of 
Agriculture for Rural Development. On his several visits to the Delta area, 
Mr. Dorr has shown that he is a man of character that can be trusted to 
serve the people of the rural United States with a passion. 

We feel Mr. Dorr is uniquely suited for the position that he is seeking and 
will be a great asset to the Department as well as to our great country. We 
ask that you give your full support to Mr. Dorr’s confirmation. 

Thanking you in advance, 1 am. 


Sincerely yours, 



Myron 


cc: Hon. Mike Johanns, Secretary of Agriculture 



Board of Directors 


March 21,2005 


Officers 

Rep. Robert Clai1<,Chait 
Walter Jones. Co-Cfiair 
Collie Barnes. Secretary 
Barbara Brooks, Asst. Secretary 
Frank Jackson, Treasurer 

Members 

Waiter Bruce 

Robert Jackson 
Thomas C. Randle 
Tom Rhodenbaugh 
Euvesier Simpson 
Aurero Jones-Taytor 
Archie Tucker 
Ernest While 
Lawrence Williamson 


Hon. Tom Harkins, U.S. Senator 

Senate Comjninee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 

Room SR-328A 

Russell Office Building 

Washington, D.C. 20510-6000 

Dear Senator Harkin; 

This letter comes in support of Mr. Thomas Dorr, who is seeking 
confirmation as Under-Secretary of the United States Department of 
Agriculture for Rural Development During Mr. Dorr’s visits to the 
Mississippi Delta, MACE has come to appreciate his understanding of 
issues pertaining to development in marginalized communities. We have 
found him to be veiy honest sincere, of good character, and 
straightforward in business associations. 

Tom Dorr has the vision and insight to put forward programs that will 
bring revitalization to rural / poor communities. He understands that 
geography is a primary consideration in fostering economic development 
a point often overlooked by rural community development professionals. 

As Under Secretary for Rural Development He will be an invaluable 
asset to the Secretary, and indeed to the USDA in helping marginalized 
communities and poor people to fully realize the American dream. 


We pray that you will give Tom Dorr due diligence in your selection 
process. 


Sinccrelv voursJ 



HowarrTBouttd, Jr. 
Executive Director 


cc: The Hon. Thad Cochran, U. S. Senator, State of Mississippi 
The Hon. Mike Johanns, Secretary, USDA 


MISSISSIPPI ACTION FOn COMMUNITY EDUCATION, INC. 
119 South Theobald SIreet • Greenville, Mississippi 3B701 
Telephone: (66Z) 335-35Z3 • Fax: (662) 334-2939 

n«ki « wftbsit©: www.deUamace.orQ 
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We pray that your committee will give Tom Dorr just consideration in 
your selection process. 


Sincerely yours. 



Howar^^utt6, Jr. 
Executive Director 



cc: The Hon. Thad Cochran, U. S. Senator, State of Mississippi 
The Hon. Mike Johanns, Secretary, USDA 



Board of Directors 


Officers 

Rep. Robert Clark, Chair 
Waller Jones, Co-Chair 
CoUe Barnes, Secreiary 
Barbara Brooks, Assl Secretarir 
Frank Jackson, Treasurer 


March 21, 2005 

Hon- Saxby Chambliss, Chair 

Senate Committee on Agiicnlture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room SR-328A 
Russell Office Building 
Washington, D,C, 20510-6000 


Members 

Waltef Bruca 
Robert Jackson 
Ttiomas C. Randlo 
Tont RhodKibaugh 
Euvesler Simpson 
Aurrfia Jones*Taytor 
AfcJiie Tucker 
ErneslViftiite 
tawrence Wilfiamson 


Dear Senator Chambliss; 

This letter comes in support of Mr. Thomas Dorr, who is seeking 
confirmation as Under Secretary of the United States Department of 
Agriculture for Rural Development During the years that we have known 
Mr. Dorr, MACE has come to appreciate his distinguishing knowledge and 
keen insight on conditions affecting socially disadvantaged farmers and rural 
poor communities. We have found him to be very honest, sincere, and 
straightforward in all of our associations. 

MACE is a non-profit, tax exempt, Commuiuty Development Corporation 
that is based in Greenville, Mississippi. Since its inception in 1967, the 
organization has sought to build capacity among indigent populations to find 
solutions to the crippling poverty and other factors that prevent their 
becoming part of the productive economy of the nation. 

We are confident that Tom Dorr vrill work with national, regional, and local 
entities to develop innovative programs that utilize resources in the most 
effective manner to make economic inclusion a reality for rural communities 
and poor people. As Under Secretary for Rural Development, He will be an 
invaluable asset to the Secretary, and indeed to the USDA in helping 
marginalized communities and poor people to fully realize the American 
dream. 


MISSISSIPPI ACTION FOR COMMUNITir EDUCATION, INC. 
119 Soutfi Theobald Street • Greenville, Mississippi 38701 
Telephone: {662) 335-3623 • Fax: (662) 334-2939 

. -SI. nmt • website: wvvw.deltaiTiacR nen 
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Missouri Pork Associatio n 

Creating Opportunities For Our Industry Since 1954 


March 16, 2005 


The Honorable Christopher Bond 
274 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Bond: 

The Missouri Pork Association makes great efforts to improve 
production and marketing options and enhance economic 
opportunities. To assist with this process, we understand that it is 
critical to have strong and creative leadership at the Department 
of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area and we 
strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience 
necessary to lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr 
continues to be a leading advocate for agriculture and strives to 
insure that all farmers have the opportunity to secure the tools and 
technology to be competitive. 

Tom Dorr can provide the vision and leadership that is so critically 
needed at USDA Rural Development and his confirmation will 
help insure that there continues to be opportunities for all farmers. 
We strongly urge you to support T om Dorr for this position and to 
push for a vote on his confirmation in the United Stales Senate. 


Sincerely, 


Don Nikodim 
Executive Vice President 

DN:cs 


Missouri Pork Association 
6235 W, Cunningham Dr. 
Columbia, MO 65202 
Phone: 573/445-8375 
Fax: 573/446-2398 
www.mopork.com 
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Missouri Pork Association 

Creating Opportunities For Our industry Since 1954 


March 16, 2005 


The Honorable James Talent 
493 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Talent: 

The Missouri Pork Association makes great efforts to improve 
production and marketing options and enhance economic 
opportunities. To assist with this process, we understand that it is 
critical to have strong and creative leadership at the Department 
of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area and we 
strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience 
necessary to lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr 
continues to be a leading advocate for agriculture and strives to 
insure that all farmers have the opportunity to secure the tools and 
technology to be competitive. 

Tom Dorr can provide the vision and leadership that is so critically 
needed at USDA Rural Development and his confirmation will 
help insure that there continues to be opportunities for all farmers. 
We strongly urge you to support Tom Dorr for this position and to 
push for a vote on his confirmation in the United States Senate. 


Sincerely, 


Don Nikodim 
Executive Vice President 

DN:cs 


Missouri Pork Association 
6235 W. Cunningham Dr. 
Columbia, MO 65202 
Phone: 573/445-8375 
Fax; 573/446-2398 
www.mopork.com 
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PEMISCOT-DUN KLIN 
ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, Inc. 


P.O. Box 657 
Hayti, Missouri 63851 



573-757-6841 

March iO, 2005 


800-558-6641 


FAX: 573-757-6656 


Senator Christop|jef S. Bond 
274 Russell Ssfmte Office Bldg. 

United Senate 
WasMrt^on, D.C 20510 

0ear Senator Bond: 

Pemiscot-Dunklin Electric Cooperative has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in 
rural Missouri. We work with farmers and small conrnmniues every day and understand their needs 
and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of 
Agriculture in die Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the 
position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural 
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable 
agriculture that has benefitted small family fanners and offered them an opportunity to remain 
competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to 
minorities in order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the 
greatest possibilities of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tight budget period. 
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Our members need 
Tom Dorr’s Icadurship at USDA.Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or do wn vote 
in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas “Jake” Fisher 
Pemiscot-Dunklin Electinc Cooperative 
Board of Directors, President 
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PEMISCOT-DUNKLIN 
ELECTRIC COOPERATIVE, Inc. 


P.O. Box 657 
Hayti, Missouri 638S1 



573-757-6641 


800 - 558-6641 


FAX: 573-757-6656 


March 10, 2005 


Senator Jin^alQni 
517 Office Building 

Unitcd^tates Senate 
W^ngton, D.C. 20510-2504 

/Dear Senator Talent: 

Pemiscol-iOunlclin Electric Cooperative has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in 
rural Missouri. We work with fanners and small communities every day and understand their needs 
and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of 
Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the 
position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural 
Development efforts. Mr. Don- has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable 
agriculture tliat has benefitted small family farmers and offered d)em an opportunity to remain 
competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to 
minorities in order vo insure iheir full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the 
greatest possibilities of success and help insure their conlinu^ funding in a very tight budget period. 
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development, Our members need 
Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote 
in the United States Senate and wc .strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 

Thomas “Jake” Fisher 
Pemiscot-DunkUn Electric Cooperative 
Board of Directors, President 


127 



MISSOURI FARM BUREAU FEDERATION 

P.O.BoxSSB. 701 South Country aub Dme. Jst^rson City, MO SS1Q2 / (S73}B33-1400 


March 7, 2005 


The Honorable Christopher “Kit” Bond 
United States Senate 
Russell Senate Office Building #274 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Kit; 

It is my understanding that Mr. Tom Dorr will once again be considered by the United States 
Senate for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development at the United States 
Department of Agriculture. I have known Tom Dorr personally for some time and believe he is 
extremely well qualified to serve as the Under Secretary for Rural Development, and I would ask 
that you vote in favor of his confirmation. 

I believe that Tom Dorr brings a wealth of experience to this very important position. President 
Bush aimounced his intention to nominate Tom Dorr in March of 2001, however, the Senate did 
not have an opportunity to vote on his nomination Subsequently, President Bush appointed Tom 
Dorr to be the Under Secretary for Rural Development during the August 2002 Congressional 
recess. Since December 2003, Tom Dorr has served as Senior Advisor to the Secretary of 
Agriculture. In this capacity he has worked on a wide range of issues important to agriculture 
and rural America. 

I have been impressed with Tom’s problem-solving skills and feel be has proven to be an asset at 
USDA. It is my hope the Senate will have a chance to vote on his appointment, and I urge you 
to support his confirmation. 

If you have any questions, or would like to discuss this further, please feel free to contact me at 
573-893-1401. 

Sincerely, ^ 

Charles E, Kruse 
President 


bcc Greg Branum 
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MISSOURI FARM BUREAU FEDERATION 

P.O.BaxGSe, 701 South Coumiy Chib Dihm, JeHersonCity. MO BS102 / (S73)9S3-tM0 


March 7, 2005 


The Honorable Jim Talent 
United States Senate 
Russell Senate Office Building #493 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Jim; 

It is my understanding that Mr. Tom Dorr will once again be considered by the United States 
Senate for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development at the United States 
Department of Agriculture. I have known Tom Dorr personally for some time and believe he is 
extremely well qualified to serve as the Under Secretary for Rural Development, and I would ask 
that you vote in favor of his confirmation. 

I believe that Tom Dorr brings a wealth of experience to this very important position. President 
Bush announced his intention to nominate Tom Dorr in March of 2001, however, the Senate did 
not have an opportunity to vote on his nomination. Subsequently, President Bush appointed Tom 
Dorr to be the Under Secretary for Rural Development during the August 2002 Congressional 
recess. Since December 2003, Tom Dorr has served as Senior Advisor to the Secretary of 
Agriculture. In this capacity he has worked on a wide range of issues important to agriculture 
and rural America. 

I have been impressed with Tom’s problem-solving skills and feel he has proven to be an asset at 
USDA. It is my hope the Senate will have a chance to vote on his appointment, and I urge you 
to support his confirmation. 

If you have any questions, or would like to discuss this further, please feel free to contact me at 
573-893-1401. 

Sincerely, 

CftjJLu 

Charles E. Kruse 
President 


bcc Greg Branum 
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BOOTHEEL RESOURCE 
CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT, INC. 

1 8450 Ridgeview Une Dexter, MO 63841 
Phone: (573) 624-5939 ext. 6 Fax: {573) 624-6940 


March 15, 2005 


Honorable Quistophei Bond 
United States Senator 

Federal Building, 339 Broadway, Room 140 
Cape Girardeau MO 63701 


SE: Confirmation of TJiomas C. Dorr, Under Secretary for Rural Development 
Dear Senator Bond; 

Boothee) Resource Conservation and Development Council, Inc. has a direct stake in improving 
economic opportunities in rural Missouri. We vvork with farmers and small coinmunitics every 
day 'and understand Iheir needs and challenges. It is critical tliat we have strong and creative 
leadership at the Department of Agiiculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We 
strongly support Thomas C. Don- for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s 
Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for -value added and 
sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity 
to remain competitive. In addition, be has pushed tire Depai-tment to provide more creative 
outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development 
progi-ams. 

The confinnation of Mb Dorr -will provide strong leadership to help give these -vital progi-ams the 
greatest possibility of success and help insui-e their continued funding in a very tight budget 
period. Rural America need^ Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development Our members 
need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves your vote of 
support in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 


Chair, Bootheel RC&D, Inc. 



David Haggard 
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BOOTHEEL RESOURCE 
CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT, INC. 

1 8450 Ridgeview Lane De3<ter, MO 63841 
Phone: (573) 624-5939 ext. 6 Fax: (573) 624-6940 


March 15, 2005 


Honorable Jim Talent 
United States Senator 
400 Broadway, Suite 520 
Cape (jirardeau MO 63701 


SE: Confirmation of Thomas C Dorr, Under Secretary for Rural Development 
Dear Senator Talent; 

Bootheel Resource Conservation and Development Council, Inc. has a direct stalce in improving 
economic opportunities in rural Missouri. We work with fanners and small communities every 
day and understand their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have .strong and creative 
leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We 
■Strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for tlie position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dow has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s 
Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dow has been a leading advocate for value added and 
sustainable agriculture Urat has benefited small family farmers and offered them an oppoitunity 
to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Depaitment to provide more creative 
outreach to minorities in order to insure their foil participation in USDA Rural Development 
progi'ams. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital progr-ams the 
greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tight budget 
period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development Our members 
need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development Tom Dorr deserx’es your vote of 
support in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for hit confirmation. 


Sincerely, 



David Haggard 

Chair, Bootheel RC(S;D, Inc. 
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CoUege of Agriculture, 

Food and Natural Resources 

Missouri Agricultural Experiment Station 

University of Missouri-Columbia 


Office of the Vice Chancellor and Dean 

2-69 Agriculttire Building 
Columbia, MO 65211-7120 

PHONE (573) 882-3846 
FAX (573) 884-6539 


April 5,2005 


The HonorabJe Christopher Bond 
United States Senate 
274 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Bond: 

The State of Missouri and ail Missourians are the focus of the College of 
Agriculture, Food and Natural Resources and our research, teaching and outreach 
activities. Part of our responsibility is advancing rural economic development 
throughout the state. Our faculty and staff work hard to do this through our 
research activities in animal and plant sciences and community development and 
beyond. Our faculty impart knowledge to our students in the classroom in the 
hope of improving all of Missouri. We partner with many organizations - federal, 
state and private, USDA Rural Development is one of those very vital and 
important partners, We depend upon that partnership and strong leadership to help 
us achieve positive ends for Missouri and beyond. 

Mr, Thomas C. Dorr, we believe, is the individual who can best lead USDA Rural 
Development and help continue our strong partnership. We believe he not only 
has the passion and skill for the position but the experience necessary to lead the 
agency. Rural America needs strong leadership and Mr. Dorr can provide it. We 
encourage you to support his confirmation for that position. 

Best regards, 

Thomas L. Payne 
Vice Chancellor and Dean 



TLP/Imh 


AN EQUAL opportunity/ADA wynTunoN 
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CoUege of Agriculmre, 

Food and Natural Resources 

Missouri Agricultural Experiment Station 

University of Missouri-Columbia 


Office of the Vice Chancellor and Dean 

2-69 Agriculture Building 
Columbia. MO 65211-7120 

PHONE (573) 882-5846 
FAX (573) 884-6539 


April 5,2005 


The Honorable Jim Talent 
United States Senate 
493 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Talent: 

The State of Missouri and all Missourians are the focus of the College of 
Agriculture, Food and Natural Resources and our research, teaching and outreach 
activities. Part of our responsibility is advancing rural economic development 
throughout the state. Our faculty and staff work hard to do this through our 
research activities in animal and plant sciences and community development and 
beyond. Our faculty impart knowledge to our students in the classroom in the 
hope of improving all of Missouri. We partner with many organizations - federal, 
state and private. USDA Rural Development is one of those veiy vital and 
important partners. We depend upon that partnership and strong leadership to help 
us achieve positive ends for Missouri and beyond. 

Mr. Thomas C. Dorr, we believe, is the individual who can best lead USDA Rural 
Development and help continue our strong partnership. We believe he not only 
has the passion and skill for the position but the experience necessary to lead the 
agency. Rural America needs strong leadership and Mr. Dorr can provide it. We 
encourage you to support his confirmation for that position. 



Thomas L. Payne 
Vice Chancellor and Dean 


TI,P/lmh 


AN EQUAL OPPOBTUNm/ADA INSTITUTION 
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MATT BI.UNI 
C0'\TKNOR 



DEPARTMENT o/ AGRICULTUBE 

STATE OF Missouri 

JEEFEESON CriT 

Serving, promoang and prolcc&tg the sgtJcuItuta} prcducerj, processors 
and eonsamtts of frOssouti's fotxi b^eindSber products. 

March 30, 2005 


FREO FERSELL 
■ DIRECTOR 


The Honorable Christopher “Kit" Bond 

United States Senate 

Russell Senate Office Building #274 . 

Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Bond: . 

I understand that Mr. Tom Dorr will once again be considered by the United 
States Senate for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development at the 
United Sates Department of Agriculture. I have known Tom Dorr for some time 
and believe he is extremely well qualified to serve as the Under Secretary for 
Rural Development and I would ask that you vote in favor of his confirmation. 

Mr. Dorr'has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. He has been a leading advocate for 
value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers 
and, offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. Tom has impressive 
problem solving skills which will be an asset to the position. 

If you have any questions, or would like to discuss this further, please feel free to 
contact me at 573-751-3359, 



Fred Ferrell 
Director 


Ph. (S73) 751-33S9 • ISIS Missouri Boulevard ■ P.O.Box 630 ■ Jefferson Oty. MO 63102-0630 ■ FAX (573) 751-1784 • wwiv.mdii-mo.gov 
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March 30, 2005 


f RED FEEREU. 
blKECTDR 


The Honorable James Talent 
United States Senate 
Russell Senate Office Building #493 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Talent 

I understand that Mr. Tom Dorr will once again be considered by the United 
States Senate for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development at the 
United Sates Department of Agriculture. I have known T om Dorr for some time 
and believe he is extremely well qualified to serve as the Under Secretary for 
Rural Development and I would ask that you vote in favor of his confirmation. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. He has been a leading advocate for 
value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers 
and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. Tom has impressive 
problem solving skills which will be an asset to the position. 

If you have any questions, or would like to discuss this further, please feel free to 
contact me at 573-751-3359. 


Sincerely, 



Fred Ferrell 
Director 


Ph. (573) 751-3359 • 1616 Missouri Bouto-ard • P.O.Box630 - JerTareon City. MO 65102-06.30 • FAX (573) 751-1734 ■ wu<w.mda,mo,gov 
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MISSOURI CORN GROWERS ASSOCIATION 

WORKING TO INCREASE THE PROriTABlUTY OF CORN PRODUCTION 
*.113 Lajic » jelrMson City, Mi'^uri651^ 

Phone <".l) I • fO-' 0^3) Sy3'*16l2 • E-mail ir.cga'SinChJOrn ol^ « wxvw.moccifi <jrs 


March 1,2005 


The Honorable Qiristopher S. Bond 
United States Senate 
274 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Bond: 


The Missouri Com Growers Association works with farmers and small communities 
every day and understand their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong 
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary 
for Rural Development. 


Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead 
USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value 
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family fanners and offered 
them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to 
provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in 
USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a 
very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural 
Development. Our members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an np or down vote in the United States Senate 
and, wc strongly urge you to vote for his conlinnation. 



GDM:pp 
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MISSOURI CORN GROWERS ASSOCIATION 

WORKING TO INCREASE THE PROFITABILITY OF CORN PRODUCTION 

ins I.anv « City. Mirtouri 

ij/j! BW-il'ii * F.'.x <.573» §93-4612 • K-mail tju.ga4moi;orn.yT^ * uioconvorj 


March 1, 2005 


The Honorable Jim Talent 
United States Senate 
493 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Talent: 

The Missouri Com Growers Association works with fanners and small communities 
every day and uruierstand their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong 
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary 
for Rural Development. 


Mr. Dorr has proven thsA he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead 
USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value 
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered 
them an opportunity to remain competifive. in addition, he has pushed the Department to 
provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in 
USDA Rural Development programs. 


The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a 
very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural 
Development. Our members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate, 
and we strongly urse you to vote for his confirmation. 


Sincerely, 



GDM.pp 


Ciip.-cted fcv nitmitwr?, dwliusltd to ii\crf-3Su>g the prunfebiiit)- of cov« P-oiliKtior L'v 6s-. 

.;f:r2 'nfc-niUliOn. buildin;-, 'vith v->rF;rinirflii.TjK a>ii,l inJustrieF, cir-d pArt:c 

I'v'tTjTitisntti i»n.i kiliLiti v vraej.^i. 


And e.xp:irsdin5-. 



137 



neernsNa Farm Bureau Feaeratlon 

SOB S. 16* SI, P.O. BM 80289. UncniR N£ 68501 PhonK {«2} 131-44C0, FAX* (402) 421-4432 


March 23, 2005 


ThB Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Cbaiman 

Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee 
416 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senatcsr; 

On behalf of Nebraska Farm Bureau Federation 1 offer this letter of support for the nomination of 
Thomas C. Dorr fbr the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development in the United States 
Department of Agrioulture. 

Mr. Dorr’s extensiva service ■within the USDA as Senior Advisor to the Secretary has given him ample 
opportunity to display his problem solving skills in major issues facing agriculture. He has been 
involved ■with minority farmer issues, animal identification, and helping family farms become more 
efficient and competlti've. Mr. Dorr has shown that he is -willing to tackle tough issues in rural 
development which is important to our agriculturally reliant state of Nebraska. 

In addition to his administrative successes tvifcin the USDA, Mr. Dorr has personal experience with 
agriculture as he managed a fainily farm and was involved with farm organbations suii as the Iowa 
Com Glowers. This practical experience gives him tire ability to understand the struggles farmers face 
and also improves communication between agriculture producers and the USDA administration. His 
past experience with agriculture gives him a perspective that is vitally important fbr the Under 
Secretary for Rural Development position. 

Under Mr. Dorr's direction, an additional $900 million in funding for guaranteed loans became 
a-vaileble, and the USDA Rural Development department sought out more organizations and 
individuals that might qualify for Rural Development programs. The number of opportunities for rural 
development projects also increased resulting in the rejuvenation of more rural areas than before. 

I encourage the Senate Ag Commiftae to hold a hearing on his nomination and the whola Senate to 
approve Mr. Doir for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development 

Sincerely, 

Keitii Olsen 
President 

cc; Senator Chuck Hagai 
Senator Ben Nelson 
Senator Tom Harkin 
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Susan L, Delanro 
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James Alexis 
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MIDDLE 

TOWNSHIP 

“A Saft and Chan Iganiiy ConSBiunity ' 


The Honcffabk Frank R. Lautenbcrg 
Umted States Senate 
825-A Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20S10 

Dear Senator Lautenberg: 

The Township Middle has a direa stake in improving eeodoinie opportunities in rural Mew 
Jersey. We work with fltrmers and; small comiimnities every day and understand their seeds 
and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of 
Agricukuro in the Rural Development MiiBion Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr 
for the position of Under Secretaiy for Rural Development 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, sldll and experience necessaiy to lead USD A's 
Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and 
sustainable agriculture that has benefited small fionJIy f^ers and offered them an 
opportunity to remain ooi»^)etitive. In addition, he has pushed the Deparnnent to provide 
more creative outreach to minorilies in ordarto insure thejr full perticipelion in USDA Rural 
Development programs. 

The confirmarion of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs 
the greatest pos^bllity of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tight 
budget period. Rural America needs Tom Derr’s visiom at USDA Rural Development. 
Our citizens need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development Tom Dorr 
draervcf an up or down vote in the Uoit^ Stata Senate and we stroPiUv urge you to 
vote for his eanfirmation. 


Sincorely, 



F. Nathan Doughty 
Mayor 


33 Muchonic Street, Cape May Court Houso, New Jorsoy / (609) 46S-0732 / Fax: (609) 465-4459 

WWW, mlddloWvwwnip.com 
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spinning 


18S3 8oc«» Ttllil Bn. . Sartord. Nonli CkoII™ 37330 • 919-r7ft-i^0 . Fax; 919-776-3806 

March 11, 2005 


The Honorable Elizabeth Dole 
United Statea Senate 
555 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington. DC 20510-3301 

Dear Senator: 

Wo work with farmers and small communities every day and understand their 
needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative lealtership at the 
Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We Strongly support 
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary of Rural Development. 

Mr. Dtsor has proven that he has passion, skill and experience necessary to lead 
USDA's RursI Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocite for value 
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small farmers and Offered them an 
opportunity to remain competitive. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help you give these 
vital programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their dantinued funding 
In a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vIsloM at USDA 
Rural Deveippment. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote In the ilnlted States 
Senate, and we sironalv uroe you to vote for h(s confirmation. 

Mr. Dorr was gracious enough to come to the grand opening of a new theatre 
that we buStihere in Sanford, NC, that could not have been accomplished without his 
support. We are working approximately 40 people, and it Is a real asset to our town. 
During dinner that night, it was nice to learn of all his accomplishments. He certainly 
has been ari asset to us. I would strongly recommend him, not only for thls position, but 
also for any. 


Sincerely, 

FRONTIER SPINNING MILLS 

12 - . 4 

George R. Perkins, Jr. 
Chairman and CEO 


GRPjr:dsh 
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pinning mills 


1923 Boons Tr«» Rd. .Ssnfwa, North Caroliru J7330 - 9i9-77e4s40 • Fat 919-776-5606 

March 11, 2005 


The Honorable Richard Burr 
United States Senate 
B40C Dirksert Senate OWco Building 
Washington, DC 20510-3301 

Dear Senator: 

We virdrk with farmers and small communities every day and und^tand their 
needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative lea#rship at the 
Department & Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We Wrongly support 
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary of Rural Development. 

Mr. DOor has proven that he has passion, skill and experience nanessary to lead 
USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advoct^ for value 
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small farmers and Offered them an 
opportunity to remain competitive. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help you give these 
vital programs the greatest possibility of succass and help insure their cxhtrnued funding 
in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vlslonot USDA 
Rural Devetopment. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote In the United States 
Senate, and tee atronolv uroe you to vote for his confirmation, 

Mr. Dorr was gracious enough to come to the grand opening of a jhew theatre 
that we built here in Sanford, NC, that could not have been accemplished withbut his 
support. Weiare working approximately 40 people, and It Is a real asset'to our town. 
During dinner that night, It was nice to learn of all his accomplishments. He certainly 
has been an asset to us. 1 would strongly recommend him, not only for tils position, but 
also for any. 


Sincerely, 

FRONTIER SPINNING MILLS 

George R. Perkins, Jr. 
Chairman and CEO 


GRPjr:dsh 
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FcbniJiry 28, 2005 


The HonMablc Elizabeth Dole 
Uniicd Stiles Senate 
555 Diricsen Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-3307 

Dear Senator Dole: 

My office is responsible for agricultural research in North Carolina. Oui reiearch efforts, 
in accordance with out land grant mission, serve agriculture and foster lural'economic 
developratat. In &LCt, rural economic development depends on our research hut also on 
its implernentatioD. Much of this implementation is linked to leadership in the U S. 
Department of Agriculture's Ritra! Development sector, T believe Thomas C. Dorr will 
advance our joint mission and I support his aomination for Under Secrctaryfor Rural 
Development, 

Mr. Dorr has a strong record in this area and has shown his support and laKrtvIedge of 
programs jueh as value-added agriculture that we are actively pursuing. HiS: ability to 
work withiui and advance our farmers’ competitiveness and foster rural ecrStomic 
development is critical at this tirae. 

This olTico fully endorses his confirmation. 



Interim Associate Dean and Director 


cc; Senator Chambliss 
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February ti, 2005 


The Bonofftble Rlchwd Burr 
United Stsifecs Senate 
2 1 7 Russell Senate Office Building 
WashingtOT. DC 20510-3308 

Dear Senator Bun: 

My office « responsible for a^cultural research in Uorth Carolina. Our nsicarcii effoTts, 
in accordance with our land grant mission, sorve agriculture and foster njraI;cconoinic 
dcvclofHiwint. In fact, rural economic devclopnicnt depends on our rescareh’bui also on 
its implementation- Much of this implementation is linked to leadenhip in the U S. 
Departmertl of Agriculture’s Rural Development sector, 1 believe Thomas <5. Dorr wi 11 
advance our joint mi.ssion and I support his nomination for Under Secretary for Rural 
Development. 

Mr. Dorr has a strong record in this area and has shown his support and kno«fledgc of 
programs such as value-added agriculture that we arc actively pursuing. Hii>bility to 
work with US and advance our fanners’ competitiveness and foster rural economic 
development is critical at diis time. 

77)is office fully cjidorscs his confirmation. 


Sincerclyr" ^ 



StevenLeath 

Interim Associate Dean and Director 


ec: SenatorChambliss 
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April 25,2005 

The llonPrablc Saxby Chambliss 
Committee on Agriculture Chairman 
United States Senate 
C2 Russdl Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss; 

The peanut farmers of North Carolina and the Southeast arc facing unccttaqi times. Selling 
peanuts <m the free market is proving to be difficult. Wc arc seeing lower ccintracl prices 
and shifts in production from the traditional peanut producing areas. These fiounties have 
relied on peanuts for the post 60 years. The loss of the peanut revenue is going to be 
devastating to many peanut counties. 

The pro^ams administered by USDA Rural Development are going to be the lifeline to 
many of the economically depressed counties. That is why it is important that we have 
strong and creative leadership in that agency. For that reason we strongly support Thomas 
C. Dorr for the position of under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dotr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary :to lead USDA’s 
Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and 
susiainabk agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an 
opportunity to remain competitive. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide suong leadership to help give these vital 
programsthe greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued ihnding in a 
very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USOA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote In the United States Senate ami 
we stroinlv urge you to vote for his confirmation. 


Tedfsfifore 
(252) dso-^eo 
(2525 45®^0S7 
Fax 

(252) 450-7396 
S'MAft, 

suner®aboi,ftDe8riuU cem 


Sincerely; 

Robert R. Suttar 
CEO 

‘For .«w. Quality and Flavor too, tbt NORTH CAJtOirm-VmGINtA TYPE is tb* FFAHm' for you'’ 
Slt9 btqjy/wwukaboutpeanuis.com 
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April 25, 2005 

The Honorable Richard Burr 
United Stotes Senate 
B40C Dirfocn Senate Office Building 
Washingipn, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Burr; 

The peanut farmers of North Carolmo are facing uncertain times. Selling pianuts on llic 
free marieei is proving to be difficult. We arc seeing lower contract prices aid shifts in 
productioin from the traditional peanut producing areas. These counties hssiie relied on 
peanuts fer the past 60 years. The loss of the peanut revenue is going to bcidevastating to 
many peanut counties. 

The programs administered by USDA Rural Development are going to be the lifeline to 
many of the economically depressed counties. That is why it is important that we have 
strong and creative leadership in that agency. For that reason wc strongly support Thomas 
C. Dorr for the position of under Secretary for Rural Development, 

Mr. Dotr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead 
USDA ’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advooate'for value 
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered 
them an opportunity to remain competitive. 

The confinnarion of Mr. Doirwill provide strong leadership to help give these vita! 
piogtams; the greatest possibility of success and help insure their contlnucdt funding in a 
very right budget period. Rural America needs Tom Derr’s vision at U® A Rural 
Development, Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate 
and we rtrunglv urge you to vote for his conflrmatlon. 

Sincerely; 

(Ia — -i\ 

Robert R, Sutter 
CEO 
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April 25. 2005 

The Honaimblc Elizabeth Dole 
United Staiea Staiate 
555 Diricjea Scitate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-330! 


Tetfophone 
£252; <58.M60 
Q52i iss-soe? 
fa;< 

(35?) 459-7396 

E-mail 

.luttsrS'aboutoM'itjU com 


Dear Senator Dole; 


Tliepesasttt farmers of North Carolina are facing uncertain times. Selling peanuts on the 
free marltet is proving to be difficult. We are seeing lower contract prices aiid shifts in 
production from the traditional peanut producing areas. These counties have relied on 
peanuts the past 60 years. The loss of the peanut revenue is going to be devastating to 
many peanut counties. 

The programs administered by USDA Rural Development arc going to be dsc lifeline to 
many of die economically depressed cotmtics. That is why it is important that we have 
strong and creative leadership in that agency. For that reason we snongly support Thomas 
C. Dorr fcr the position of under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorrhas proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessaryito lead 
USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value 
added >Mid su.iiiiisUIa agriculturi that has benefited sniali fsBvily ftrasefi arid offAted 
them an opportunity to remain competitive. 

The coafirmation of Mr, Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greaiest possibility of success and help insure their continuedjfunding in a 
very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural 
Developinent. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote In the United States Senate 
and we srroaglv urge you to vote for his confirmation. 


Sincerely; 

Robert R. Sutter 

CHO 
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J NORTH CAROUNA 

VJ^. SOYBEAN 

PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION, INC. 
April 25, 2005 


The Hontoable Richard Bun 
United States Senate 
217 RinaeU Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Burr: 

As an oiganization of family fanners, the North Carolina Soybean ProrSttcers 
Assoeiation uid its Umar st^portcis need the United States Senate to confirm Thomas 
C. Dorr B USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development, 

I have knonm Tom Dorr for nearly ten years through our connections asimcmbers of 
Farm Foundation's Bermett Agricultural Round Table. I know him to be a|)erson of high 
intellect, high ability and high integrity. Through his “hands-on” experienee as a 
working farmer, Tom Dorr has the background and know-how necessary td advance 
programs so vital to farm and non-farm rural citizens of our nation. His lifS’s 
experienoes have prepared him with all the vital skills necessary to lead this most 
important program at USDA. 

As a leader of my state's soybean commodity organization I recognize *e importance 
of Tom Dorr's efforts to develop value-added cooperative marketing ptogtims that will 
help farmers retain more of the profitability of their farming enterprises, and help them 
survive is the highly competitive world markets that we currently face. 

We swongly urge you to use all your influence to see that Thomas C. D<»t is 
expeditionsly confirmed as USDA Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural 
Development so he can move the many programs forward that are so vita! to all rural 
citizens. 



Executive Vice President 

JFW:lgr 


21 1 Six Forks RoakJ, Suita 102, RalalQh, North Carolina 27609, Phono: 9i9-839-57it50, Fax: 919-839-5775 
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|C , ^1 MOaTti CAROLINA 

Vj^. SOYBEAN 

PftODUCERS ASSOCIATION, INC, 


April 25, 2005 


The Honerable Elizabeth Dole 
United Skte$ Senate 
555 Dirkaen Senate Office Building 
Wadiingim, DC 20510-3301 


Dear Semtor Dole: 

As aoiorganization of fiimily fanners, the North Carolina Soybean Proiihcers 
Asaoanstiini Bid its fiiimer supporters need the United Stares Senate to coifirtn Thomas 
C. Dorr as USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development, 


I have known Tom Dorr for nearly ten years through out connections aa:tnembers of 
Farm Foimdation’s Bennett Agricultural Round Table. I know him to be aiperson of high 
intoHcct, high ability and high integrity. Throu^ hit "hands-on” experience as a 
working fiirmer, Tom Dorr has the background and know-how necessary Mf advance 
progiarai so vital to farm and non-fann rural citizens of our nation. His lilb’s 
experienees have prepared him with all the vital skills necessary to lead thii most 
important program at USDA. 

Aa a leader of my state’s soybean commodity organization 1 recognize Ijlc importance 
of Tom Dorr’s efforts to develop value-added cooperative marketing progftons that will 
help ftnnras retain more of the profitability of their ftrming enterprises, and help them 
survive in the highly competitive world markets that we cuirently face. 

Wo strongly urge you to use all your influence to see that Thomas C. Dorr is 
expeditiously confirmed as USDA Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural 
Development so he can move the many programs forward that are so vital to all rural 
citizens. 



James F. Wilder 
Executive Vice President 


JFWdgr 


211 Six Forks Road, Suits 102, Haleiari. North Carolina 27609, Phone: 913-839-5700, Fax. 91 9S39-5775 
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J NORTH CAROLINA 

VJw/. SOYBEAN 

PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION, INC. 
April 25, 2005 


The Honraable Saxby Chambliss 
Committee on Agriculture Chainnan 
United Sates Senate 
416 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss; 

As an organization of family fanners, the North Carolina Soybean Prot^cers 
Asiocudion and its former supporters need the United States Senate to coiffiim Thomas 
C. Dear as USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

I have known Tom Dorr for nearly ten years through our connections aj members of 
Farm Foundation’s Bennett Agricultural Round Table. I know him to be ^person of high 
intellect, high ability and high integrity. Through his "bands-on” expetieaiee as a 
working fanner, Tom Dorr has the background and know-how necessary to advance 
programs so vital to form and non-fotm rural citizens of our nation. His life’s 
experiences have prepared him with all the vital skills necessary to lead this most 
important program at USDA. 

As a leader of my state’s soybean commodity organization I recognize fee imponance 
of Tom Don’s efforts to devdt^ value-added cooperative marketing progfems that will 
help farthers retain mote of the profitability of their fanning enterprises, and help them 
survive in the highly compaitive world markets that we cunently face. 

Wc stoongly urge you to use ail your influence to see that Thomas C. Dorr is 
expeditiously confirmed as USDA Under Secretary of Agriculture for Ruritl 
Development so he can move the many programs forward that are so vital to all rural 
citizens. 

/ Sincotely yours, ' 

7ames F. Wiidw 
Executive Vice President 

JFW:lgr 


211 Six Fork* Roetci, Suit® 102. Raleigh, North Carolina 27609, Phone: 919-339-5700. Fax: 919-639-5775 
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NOHTH CA.ROI.IIMA 
FARM BURSAU FEDERATION 


TELEPMOwe (919) 782-1705 / P. 0. BOX 27766 / RALEIGH. NORTH CAROLINA 27611 


Fdiruary 1 8, 2005 


The Hononiile Elizabeth Dole 
United Stat«8 Sraiate 
1 20 RuKM^iSeaate Office Building 
WashanpMt, DC 20510-3307 

Dear Senator Dole: 

As you know, we repreaott farmers and their rural communities every day an4amderstand their 
needs and tjuUenges. It is critical that these communihes have strong and cteiifive leadership at 
the D^artnient of Agrtcnltute in the Rtaral Devdopmen! Mission Area. We tlKongly support 
Thomas C.‘D«-r for the positiaa of Under Secretary for Rural Developmeiit. 

Mr. Doit hah proven that he has the passion, skill and ecperience necessary to fead USDA’s 
Rural Oevekipment efforts. Mr. Dorr has beoi a leading advocate for value adifed and 
sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered thesfn an opportunity 
to remain competitive. 

The confiiniation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the 
greatest portibility of success and help insure their ctmtinu^ funding in a veryfight budget 
period. RorU America needs Torn Dorr’s vision at ITSDA Rural Developnaint. 

We stranajk arae you to vote for Us confirmation. 


Sincerely, 



President 




cc; 


The Hofiordbte Saxby Chambliw 
Tbe Honc^ble Mike Johmuie 
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NORTH CAROLINA 
PARM BURBAU FEDERATION 


TEUEPMONE (919) 788-1705 / R O. BOX Z77S6 / RALEIGH, NORTH: CAROLINA 27511 


February 18, 2005 


The HcaxnAte Richard Bun- 
United Sti^ Senate 
B40C Dakwa Senate Office Building 
WasWi«ta4DC 20510-3308 

Dear Scna»ir Bunt 

As yoii know, we rejx-Kent fanners and their rural communities every day andiundetstand their 
needs Eid challenges. It is oitical diat these communities have strtHig and creiiive leadership at 
the DepartlSmt of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We rilongly support 
Thomas CJDorr for the pmitleB of Under Secretary for Rural I>cveiopaMiit. 


Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s 
Rural Oevefepenent effbrts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and 
sustainable agriculture that has benefited small fiimily fimners and offered theni an opportunity 
to remain oMnpetitive. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give thesdvital programs the 
greatest poafeibility of success and Mp insure their continu^ funding in a very light budget 
period. Ratriri America namla Tom Dorr’s vtston at USDA Rural Deveiopnient. 


We sttuMiti urge you to vote for his eimflrmatloB. 


Sincerely, 

/Larry's. V 


Larry B. Wooten 
President 


LBW:Eni^ 

ec: Th« Honorable Saxby Cbunblbs 

Tbe Hon»n^ie Mtioe )<^Aan« 
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National Spinning Co, Inc. 

rx). Boi 1«I - 14(1 W. 2" SBWt 
WasUiictiia.NC 27»*» 

Td (252)975-7218 FAX: (252) 975-7688 

Jtmes W, Cbesnun ~ Prcsidcnt^CEO 
l^orJd Chus Employee Owned Company 


02-05 

February 1 4, 2005 


The HonorablcEUzabeth Dole 
United States Senate 
555 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, IX; 20510-3301 

Dear Senator Dole: 

I am involved with fanners and small communiaes every day and understmd their needs and 
challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the DepaSment of Agriculture 
in the Rural Development Mission Area. I strongly support Thomas C. Doir forSie position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Doit has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary tttilead USD.A’s Rural 
Developmrait efforts. Mr. Don has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable 
agriculture that has benefited small family fanners and offered them an opportunity to remain 
competitive. 

The confirmatibn of Mr. Dorr will provide strong Icadenhip to help give thetse vital programs the 
greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tight budget period. 
Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Torit Dorr deserves an 
up or down vole in the United States Senate and I strongly urge ynu to vote for his 
confirmation. 

Sincerely, 


James W. Chesnutt 
President/C.E.O. 


pc: Mike Johanns 

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 


be: John Cooper 
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National Spinning Co, inc. 

F.O. Bot m - 14«! W. 2"' Street 
WasMngtomNC 27«S9 
Td; (252)975-7218 FAX: (252) 975-7688 

James W. Chesnutt - Prcskknl/CEO 

tVorld Class Employee Owned Company 


03-05 

Fehiuary 1 0, 2005 


The HoBorable Richard Burr 
United StareiB Senate 
B40C Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20S10 

Dear Senator Burr: 

i am involved with farmers and smalt communities every day and undersold their needs and 
challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Depaftment of Agriculture 
in the Rural Development Mission Area. 1 strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for fee position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has fee passion, skill and experience necessary toTcad USDA’s Rural 
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable 
agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain 
competitive. 

The confirmatibn of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the 
greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a ver)^;tighi budget period. 
Rural AmetiCB needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development Tom Dorr deserves an 
up or down vote in the United States Senate and 1 strongly urge you to vote for his 
confirmaBon. 

Sincerely, 


James W. Chesnutt 
Rresident/C.E.O. 


pc: Mike Johanns 

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 


be: John Cooper 
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COTTON GROWCI15 COOI’ERATW* 
101 SlCMA DRIVE 

CARNE*. NORTH CAKOI.INA 3JS» 

Tiu •mrn.xrn, soo.seitoii 

!'AX:9»,»5.A19S 

www,eBTA2<nKKOttsnxsm 


February 9.; 2005 

The Honoitiile Elizidjeth Dole 
United States Senate 
555 DiiicMli Senate Choice Building 
Washii^toe, DC 20510-3301 

Dear Sender Dole: 

We work with farmers and small communities every day and understand theft- needs and 
challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Dsipaninent of 
Agricdture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. 
Dorr fisr the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Doit has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary tb lead 
USDA's Rival Deveioprnem effbns. Mr. Doit has been a leading advocate value 
added and Sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered 
them an <^p|K>ttunity to remain competitive. 

The oonSrmation of Mr. Doit will provide strong leadenhip to help give thtle vital 
programs the neatest possibility of success and help insure their continued filinding in a 
very tight budget period. Rnral America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USE^ Rural 
DevstofniMt Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote In the United Stsies Senate 
and we sSttmatr urua yon to vote for hb confirmation. 


Sincerely, 



iMi c lt aei ' Qut l i n. 

President 


oc: Tim Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Committee on Agriculture Chahnftn 

Mn Mike Johanns, Secrotaiy of Agriculture 
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COTTON OROWePS COOPKRA.’nvC 

JOlSiOMADfUVE 

Garner, north Carolina 

TELi 800.M17DIZ 

FAX;W9.773^5 

ww»-,c*K)Jln«<^o«<m,cPw 


Febniary 9^ 2005 

The HoiKWt*ie Richard Butt 
UniUd Saw Senate 
B40C DMcaen Senate Office Building 
Wa«hii«ton, DC 205 10 


Dear Senuor Butt: 


We woiic with &rmen and small communities every day and understand their needs and 
cballengn^ It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the olpartment of 
Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support Tlomas C. 
Doit for Bat position of Under Secretary fbr Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr Ins proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary fo lead 
USDA's Rural Developmem efforts. Mr Dorr has been a leading advocate Ibr value 
added andiiustainable agricultuia that has benefited small family fanners and offered 
them an opportunity to remain competitive. 

The confitimatJon of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give ttaiae total 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insma their continued ibnding in t 
very t«lit budget period. Rural America needs Tom Derr's vision at USlU Rural 
Devsi^iident. Tom Derr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate 
and wa MironBiY urge you to vote for bis confirmarion. 


Sincerely, 



Presidem 


cc: The Honordile Saxby Chambliss, Committee on Agriculture Chmnban 

hfr. Mike Johanns, Secretary of Agriculture 
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OML.nHOmR 


RAY L WULF. President 
TERRY DETRICK. Vice President 
ROYCE MEEK. Secretary 


union 


DUCATIOy \ "Th& Voice of FamUy Farmers since f 90S" 


March 10, 2005 


The Honorable James M. lohofe 
United States Senate 
453 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator IiAofc: 


President Bush has recently re-submitted the name of Thomas C. Dorr for the position of 
Under Secretary Rural Development, U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

While Mr. Dorr served as a Special Assistant to fonner Agriculture Secretary Ann 
Veneman, he visited our state office here in Oklahoma City. During that meeting we had 
a very fhiitful discussion relative to rural development and creation of ethanol and 
oilseed opportunities within the state. He shared several rural development experiences 
vdthin his own home state and demonstrated his expertise relative to those projects. 

Based on. our dialogue and his list of accomplishments while he was serving as a nominee 
previously, we can see the value in having Mr. Dorr’s expertise and experiences put to 
work on behalf of rural America. 


We trust that you will equally find such fevor with Tom Dorr when he is considered for 
confirmation by the United States Senate. 


SinceiriVj 



President & CEO 


Cc: The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, U.S. Senate 

The Honorable Mike Johanns, U.S. Secretary of Agriculture 


6200 Northwest Second - Oklahoma City. OK 73127 - (40S) 603-1 102 
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 24000. Oklahoma C*ly. OK 73124 
www.oklarnwrsunlon.com 
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OI-ILRHOmR 

FI=IRmER5 

union 

"The Voice of Family Farmers shoe 1905" 


RAY L. WULF. President 
TERRY DETRICK. Vice President 
ROYCE MEEK. Secretary 


March 10,2005 


The Honorable Tom Coburn 
United States Senate 
1 72 Russel] Seimte Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Dr. Coburn: 


Presi{^nt Bush, has recently re-submitted the name of Thomas C. Dorr for tire position of 
Under Secretary Rural Development, U.S. Department of Agriculture. 


While Mr. Doit served as a Special Assistant to former Agriculture Secretary Ann 
Venemaa, he visited our state ofGce here in Oklahoma City. During that meeting we iiad 
a very fruitfiil discussion relative to niral development and creation of ethanol and 
oilseed cipportunities within the state. He sliared several rural development experiences 
wiihin hiis own home state and demonstrated his expertise relative to those projects. 

Based on otir dialogue and his list of accomplishments while he was serving as a nominee 
previously, we can see the value in liaving Mr. Dorr’s expenise and experiences put to 
work on behalf of rural America. 


We trust that you will equally find such favor with Tom Dorr when he is considered for 
confirmzLtion by the United States Senate. 



Cc: The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, U.S. Senate 

The Honorable Mike .Tohanns, U.S. Secretary of Agriculture 


8200 Northwest Second - OWahonra aiy. OK 73127 - (405) S03-l 102 
Mailing Addrass: P.O. Box 24000. Oklahoma CIV. OK 73124 
www.okfarmersunlon.cDm 
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LANGSTON 

U NIVERSITY 


PSSCSiSSSSfeSPSffll.,. 


March 9. 2005 

The Honorable Tom Cobum 
United States Senate 
172 Russel! Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Coburn: 


Langston University has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in rural 
Oklahoma, We work with farmers and small communities everyday and understand their 
needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the 
Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support 
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 


Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead 
USDA's Rural Development efforts, Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value 
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farms and offered them 
an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to 
provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in 
USDA Rural Development programs. 


The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a 
very light budget period. Rural Anterica needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural 
Development. Wc need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr 
deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to 
vote for hi.s confirmation. 


Sincerely, / 





Sherman L. Lewis 
Associate Administrator 
Extcnsion/Ounreach 


- is an Eaual Opportumty/A^rmative Arrion Finploy?f - 

P.O.Box 1253 
Langston, OkfahomaTSOSO 


Phans: (405) 46&6896 
Pax:{405)46&0937 
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LANGSTON 

LNIVERSin 


OfficB of the Presidan* 


March 9, 2005 


The Honorable James Inhofe 

United States Senate 

453 Russell Office Building 

Independence Avenue & South Capitol Sheet, SW 

Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Inhofe: 

Langston University has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities in rural 
Oklahoma. We work with farmers and small communities everyday and understand their 
needs and challenges. It is critical that we have .strong and creative leadership at the 
Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support 
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead the 
United Stales Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Rural Development efforts, Mr. Dorr 
has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable agriculmre that has benefited 
small family farms and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, 
he has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to 
insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a 
very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision in USDA Rural 
Development. We need Tom Dorr’s leadership in USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr 
deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strontlv urge you to 
vote for his confirmation. 



An Ftfuai Opportunity /Affirmative Attion Employer 


P. 0, Box 907 


Langston, Oklahoma 73050 


(405) 466-3201 
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U\ rr t: i> g V ti xi i-: n 

M. Cmt H». Amur. S.C. 29151 
tt^SOS-MST 


The Hotiera^ Smt» ChwdtSts, Chaiinian 

Ornate ConHniitBe an Agrteuliure, Nuitilion & Forestiy 

FbxmSR-328A 

RussaR Senate Office l^iURig 

WBshinsicn. DC. 205106000 

Dear ChaiiiTMn Cha/nbfisK 

i am WTi^ letter ID cncotaage you te teiicMy oonlinn Tom Don- as the ISOA Under 

Seoeiafy ter Rurte Devaloiimeni 

Over (he last tew years. In my capacity as Prssiitent of UnHerf Palmers, I have had tee 
(^qKHtuni^tewoilcwilh several of the Prestdenfs matt senior appointoes at tee 
' Department of Agrtcunme. as we have Mad to move beyond tee hosMe envtoninent IhM 
tefowed tee njtteidcase. Ihss^tite time I can honestly say teat my cotecrfenoes«M 
Mr. Dorr have been uiifoiTrty poaittye. 

Not only has Mr. OctrmetwttemeinhisolBcBtnWathmBtan, DC, txjthehasbaveled 
down to my home state of Scute Carolina to meet volte tenners and niial oomitiuni^ 
leadens to try find creative ways for US to work togeteer. 

When I first met Mr. Doir, he gave me Ns caid said said teat Ms door is always open. 
Please foet (tea to can any time. Often oommenbSta this are mnpQrprtintiSBa. ' 

However, Mr. Dorr's promise has turned outto be a genuine oommitmera. Ihavsfound 

teat every time I have contacted Mr. Dorr I have lacaived a prompt and teoustelfol 

response. 

I am honestly say that I believe teat he sincamly cares about tee tenners who we 
represent His passion forthe small former and his dedication to helping niial 
comrminitie& is dear to anyona who has leaSy worked with him. 

I am pteese that tee President re-nominaied hbn to serve as tee USDA Under Secretary 
for RutM Deveiopmant end hope teal the Senate tan put tee record straii^ by prornptly 
pioviifng the advice and consent neoessaiy for him to assume this important piMtto for 
tee next 4 years. 

If you have ary questions or If I can provide yiHi vdte any fteteor background on my 
experiences wih Mr. Dorr, f^aesefoei free to contact me at 



President, Ltoiiod Farmem, USA 


Cec President George W. Bush, The VWiito House, 1600 Peniwjtearna Avenue, NW, 

WasNngton, D.C. 20SOO 

SeOFStaiy Mlkm Jaharwis, U.S. Deportmant or Aiplcultura, 1400 independteroe Avenue, 
SW. Washington. 0020250 
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S^UTH DAK0tA 


FARM BUREAU 

2225 DAKOTA AS/ENUE SOUTH 
P.O. BOX 1426 
HURON, SOUTH DAKOTA 57350 
PHONE fSOBI 352-$731 


March 17, 2005 


U.S. Senator Sa (by Chambliss 
United States S' nate 
Washington D.C. 


Dear Senator Cl lambliss, 


I am wii ting as Presidenij 
for the position of Under Secretjlr 
general fann or janization reprei ' 
Dakota. 

Mr, Doi r has demonstrat| 
developjTient el forts. Mr. Dorr’; 


rltlic ^outh Dakota Raim Jul'eau to support Thomas C. Dorr 
I ^r Rural Dcvclopn lenl. Sd-uth Dakota Farm Bureau is a 
feting Aver 10.000 farm, ra tcit and rural families in South 


bis desire and the siilfs aeqessary to lead USDA’s rural 


iVocacy for value added 
farmers who ar s seeldng opportTjm|ities tp be competitiYc in 

The cor fimiation of Mr. i^brr wjill provide thede prd 
successful. SI', fanners and raiichws ^ill benellt frorp Mrj 
urge you to vot i for the confirm li jop of Mr. Dorr. 

Sincerely, 


iculture has assisted family 
marketplace. 

jgrlims the leadership necessary to be 
E(oit’s confiimation. Wc strongly 


Scott VanderA^ al 
president 

South Dakota ] 'arm Bureau 
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^SD'SA 


South Dtikota Soybean Association 

3801 S- Wwlem Ayo. #1 06 « Sioux Foils, SD 571 05 • (605) 330-0278 


VIAFACSI],dlLB 


April 13, 2005 

■ >!. 

The Honoral ile Tom Harkin' \\ 

■ United. State > Senate ji 

Washington DC 20510 ji 

DearSenato'Harkin: ij' 


The Soufli E akota Soybean l/jLssbcJabon (SDSA]i is 
(kvd )ps and iinplexn<mts ih« policies of bur 
profitability as well as for the ^tire industry. SDS 
-the position of Un^ Seoretiiir^ for Plural Dcvelopn 

■ -\ t i' 

It is impecat .ve that we have strong ^nd innovative 
Department of Agriculture to' ^erve its mission whjj| 
Mr. Dorr ha i been a leading ackvocate for value-add 
has benefits 3 family fonnexsiiekd' offered them nn o] 


a grassnxits fanner led organization 
members for tiidr benefit and 
jA strOinj.*ly supports lliomas Dorr fiir 


eadexs ^ike Mr. Dorr at the 
t xncctuig the needs of rural America, 
ed and sustainable agriculture, which 
rportunl ty to remain competitive. 


SDSA enco irages your supj|^ for '^omas Dbir as Under Secretary for Rural 
Devdopme it Thank yon for Wurdonsidexalion. j 


Sincerely, 


''^TZuJA j <Jjt 



Ron Gorda 
President 


Cc: Sea Saxby Chambli^ ^ i . ' l< 

Sen Tim Johnson ' 1 1 1 1 *: = 1 
Sen John Thrunc I ! . . ■ i’ 
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I i ' 'll P.O.Box 667 

Msmbftr Nsiional AjUKJCrhtion of Whofet Growais. tnji. “" 5 


March 22, 2C 05 


The Honorat le Saxhy Chambliss ] 

United State: Senate j I ■ ' 

416 Russell 1 'enate Office Buildinjg 

Washington, D.C. 20510 { ' 

Dear Senatoi Chambliss: | ^ 

The South D ikota Wheat CoJunission and South Dakot i Wlleat, Inc. strongly support 
Thomas C. E orr for the position of Under Secretary for tural Development. 

Our organizi tions have tong tealiied that rural develop inenl and creation of new value- 
added projec ts are critical coijnpo^ents of tire success of in improving economic 
opportunitia . in South Dakota, l^e work with farmers and small communities every day 
and understa ad their needs arid challenges, It is critical that we have strong and creative 
leadership at tire DepaTtment|of Agriculture in the Run 1 Development Mission Area. 

I ! , ) 

Mr. Doit ha proven that he lias the passion, skill and e xperience necessary to lead 
USDA’s Ru: al Development! effoirts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value 
added and si stainable agriculturel that has benefited far aily farms and offered them an 
opportunity o remain competitive He has directed tire Department to be proactive and 
creative rear hing out to minorities in order to insure thrir fiill participation in USDA 
Rural Devel ipment programL i 


The confim; ation of Mr. Doijr will provide strong lead- irship to help give these vital 
programs th : greatest possib|Iity of success and help it sure their continued funding in a 
very tight bi dget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural 
Dcvelopme it. Sooth Dakou w^eat farmers need T om Dorr’s leadership at USDA 
Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States 
Senate. j | , ' 

We respect fully request an|d strongly urge you to v,>te fir his confirmation. 


Sincerely, 




Carl Sch'' /ab, President ( 
South Dr kota Wheat, Inc.j 


Gregg Krebsbai h. Chairman 
South Dakota V Thcat Commission 
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March 23, 2C 05 :| 

i| 

\\ 

Senator Saxl y Chambliss , jj 
416 Russell ; lenate Office Buildiig 
Waslrington. DC 20510 ' J 

a 

• ii 

Dear Sen. Cl ambliss, l! 


On behalf of the South Dakota Com Growers Association, ] am writing in support of 
Thomas C. I orr for the position c!f Under Secretary foi Rural Development, 

■: I ^ 1 ! 

The SDCG^ is directly involved with farmers and rura|: cormnunities on a daily basis so 
we understai .d their needs and cliallenges. It’s because af onr knowledge of this sector 
that we reco; amend Mr. Dorr forihis'strong and creaiiv j leadership at the Department of 
Agriculture : n the Rural Development Mission Area. 


An advocate for rural Americaj Mr. Dorr has proven t 
necessary to lead USDA’s RurklsDevelopmcnt efforts. I 
value added and sustainable a^eullure during his time 


: at he has the experience and skills 
He has led the advancement of 
with the USD A, which has 
allowed fam ily farmers the oppoljtunity to remain com] letiti ve. He has cut through red 
tape to get needed help to rural Communities, uncovere d and delivered funding for several 


programs su :h as the new Broadband program, and tac 
assistance aj id accountability forlhiiiiorities through ou 

' I ! 

Mr. Dorr’s l rack record for nuraljAraerica is impecctib| 
his dedicatii n to advancing the quality of life of tho.se | 
we face a tii Jit budget and the development of a new ^ 
Dorr’s lead( rship at USDA Rural Development. The 
Association gives its highest rccoinmendation to Toml 


vote for Mr. Dorr’s confirmatioii!.' Tlliank you for your consideration 


ed tough issues to bring 
reach programs, 

;1 he should be rewarded for 
'ho live in rural communities. As 
nil, our members need Mr. 
lutb Dakota Com Growers 
on and strongly urges you to 


Sincerely, 




David Gille a : ' l! 

President 

South Dakc ta Com Growers] j^ssbe^btion 
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April 12, 20C5 

The Honoral le John Thune 
United State! Senate SR-3 83 ■ 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senatoi Thune; 


The South D ikota Pork Procluoirk Council has a dirpct .v 
opportunitiei in rural South Dai[ 
day and undi .rstand their needs’ 
creative lead ership at the Depaijlriieri of Agriculture 
Area. We sh angly support lliorn^ (|. Dorr for the |)osi 
Developmer t. 


dta. I We workwithi 
imd cfeallengcs. It is 


pomdetitive. In addition. 


provide moi 3 creative outreach: 
USDA Rura 1 Development pro 


stukd in improving economic 
I'armsrs and small communities every 
ic al that we have strong and 
tl e Rural Development Mission 
tipii of Under Secretary for Rural 


enti 

in 


Mr, Dorr ha proven that he lias fit passion, skill arid ex, 
USDA’s Ru al Development ’efertslMr. Dorr has been 
added and si .stainable agricultiilre tli|i has benefited small 
them an opp artunity to remuini 


I 


16 mlmorities in ord^r to 
gram 


The confinr ation of Mr. Dorr Wiill p; :ovide strong leadership to help give tliese vital 


programs th 5 greatest possibility! of success and help insi 


pel ience necessary to lead 
leading advocate for value 
family farmers and offered 
he has pushed the Department to 
nsure their Ml participation in 


very tight bi dget period. Rural Ainbrica needs Tcjm D irr’s vision at USDA Rural 
Devclopme it. Our members'peed iTom Dorr’s lendershfip at USDA Rural 
Developme it. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vot i in the United States Senate 
and we strt nglv urge you to ivdte his l onlirmatimj. 


Sincerely, 

Brad Greenwaj^ 


Brad Green vay 

President, S outh Dakota Pork! 


rod 


;li|cers Council 


ire their continued fimding in a 
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IBB 

TENNESSEE FARM BUREAU FEDERATION 

P. a BOX 313 • COWMBIA, TeNNlSSee 36402-031 3 • (931) 3BB-X*72 ■ FAX (931) 360-3016 


March 28, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
U.S. Senate 
416 Russell Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 


Dear Senator Chambliss; 

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Tennessee Farm Bureau Federation, I 
wish to endorse the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr for Secretary of Rural 
Development for the Department of Agriculture. It is critical that we have strong 
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in he Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate 
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family 
farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he 
has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in 
order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USDA Rural Development. Our 
members need Tom Dorr's leadership at USDA Rural Development We urge an 
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for 
his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 


Flavius A. Barker, 
President 


form Bureau in Tennexsee...Where Membership Means Value 
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TENNESSEE FARM BUREAU FEDERATION 

P.aSOXJU ■ COtVMSIA, TCNNCSSee 3IU02-0313 ■ 031)333-77171 • FAX (931) ISSSSIS 


March 28, 2005 


The Honorable Lamar Alexander 
U.S. Senate 
302 Hart Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 


Dear Senator Alexander; 

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Tennessee Farm Bureau Federation, I 
wish to endorse the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr for Secretary of Rural 
Development for the Department of Agriculture. It is critical that we have strong 
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in he Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate 
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family 
farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he 
has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in 
order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USDA Rural Development. Our 
members need Tom Dorr's leadership at USDA Rural Development. We urge an 
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for 
his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 


Flavius A. Barker, 
President 


Farm Bureau in T€nnessee..,Where Membership Means Vahe 
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TENNESSEE FARM BUREAU FEDERATION 

R a BOX 373 • COUIMB/A, TIMVtSSff 38«>2-03»3 • 0313 39t-7gr2 ■ MX (937) SSS SBIB 


March 28, 2005 


The Honorable Bill Frist 
U.S. Senate 
416 Hart Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 


Dear Senator Frist: 

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Tennessee Farnn Bureau Federation, I 
wish to endorse the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr for Secretary of Rural 
Development for the Department of Agriculture. It is critical that we have strong 
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in he Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts, Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate 
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family 
farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he 
has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in 
order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USDA Rural Development. Our 
members need Tom Dorr's leadership at USDA Rural Development. We urge an 
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for 
his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 


Flavius A. Barker, 
President 


farm Bureau in Tennessee-.Where Me7X7bersh!p Means Value 


168 


n 

TENNESSEE FARM BUREAU FEDERATION 

K a BOX 3»J • COLUMBIA, nNUBSSCI 3M(I2-03M • mV 3BB-n72 • fAXmV JBSSBtB 


March 28, 2005 


The Honorable Tom Harkin 
U.S. Senate 
731 Hart Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 


Dear Senator Harkin: 

On behalf of the Board of Directors of the Tennessee Farm Bureau Federation, I 
wish to endorse the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr for Secretary of Rural 
Development for the Department of Agriculture. It is critical that we have strong 
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in he Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate 
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family 
farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he 
has pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in 
order to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at USDA Rural Development. Our 
members need Tom Dorr's leadership at USDA Rural Development. We urge an 
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for 
his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 


Flavius A. Barker, 
President 


Farm Burvju in Tennessee-.Where Membership Means Value 


Dan Wheeler 

33 1 6 Stillcom Ridge Road 

Columbia, TN 38401 


March 29, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
U.S. Senate 
416 Russell Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss, 

I ■write to encourage you to support the nomination of Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary of 
Agriculture for Rural Development. 

1 have known Mr, Dorr for some 12 years and have personal knowledge of bis strong 
commitment to rural America and the feture development of our rural economics. He has proven 
to be an effective leader and advocate for the USDA Rural Development Agency and its 
programs. He has been especially effective as a leading advocate for the support of value added 
and sustainable agriculture development that has benefited small family fanners and oifers them 
more opportunity to remain competitive. 

By virtue of my involvement as Director of the University of T eimessee Extension's Center for 
Profitable Agriculture (an agricultural innovation center focusing on value-added 
entrepreneurship) I have a special interest in, and appreciation for, Mr. Dorr's leadership and 
support in this critical area. 


Sincerely, 
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Dan Wheeler 

3316 Stillcom Ridge Road 
Columbia, TN 38401 


March 29 , 2005 


The Honorable Tom Harkin 
U.S. Senate 
731 Hart Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Harkin, 

1 write to encourage you to support the nomination of Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary of 
Agriculture for Rural Development. 

I have known Mr, Dorr for some 12 years and have personal knowledge of Ms strong 
commitment to rural America and the future development of our rural economies. He has proven 
to be an effective leader and advocate for the USDA Rural Development Agency and its 
programs. He has been especially effective as a leading advocate for the support of value added 
and sustainable agriculture development that has benefited small family farmers and offers them 
more opportunity to remain competitive. 

By virtue of my involvement as Director of the University of Tennessee Extension’s Center for 
Profitable Agriculture (an agricultural innovation center focusing on value-added 
entrepreneurship) I have a special interest in, and appreciation for, Mr. Dorr’s leadership and 
support in this critical area. 

Sincerely, o 


Wheeler 



Dan Wheeler 

3316 Stillcom Ridge Road 

Columbia, TN 38401 


March 29, 2005 


The Honorable Lamar Alexamder 
U.S. Senate 
302 Hart Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Alexander, 

I write to encourage you to support the nomination of Tliomas Dorr as Under Secretary of 
Agriculture for Rural Development. 

I have known Mr. Dorr for some 12 years and have personal knowledge of his strong 
commitment to mra! America and the future development of our rural economies. He has proven 
to be an effective leader and advocate for tbe USDA Rural Development Agency and its 
programs. He has been especially cfective as a leading advocate for the support of value added 
and sustainable agriculture development that has benefited small family farmers and offers them 
more opportunity to remain competitive. 

By virtue of ray involvement as Director of the University of Tennessee Extension’s Center for 
Profitable Agriculture (an agricultural innovation center focusing on value-added 
entrepreneurship) I have a special interest in, and appreciafion for, Mr. Dorr’s leadership and 
support in this critical area. 


Sincerely, 



Dan Wheeler 

3316 Stillcom Ridge Road 

Columbia, TN 38401 


March 29, 2005 


The Honorable Bill Frist 
U.S. Senate 
416 Hart Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Frist, 

I write to encourage you to support the nomination of Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary of 
Agriculture for Rural Development. 

I have known Mr. Dorr for some 12 years and have personal knowledge of his strong 
commitment to rural America and the future development of our rural economies. He has proven 
to be an effective leader and advocate for the USDA Rural Development Agency and its 
programs. He has been especially effective as a leading advocate for the support of value added 
and sustainable agriculture development that has benefited small family farmers and offers them 
more opportunity to remain competitive. 

By virtue of my involvement as Director of the University of Teimessee Extension’s Center for 
Profitable Agriculture (an agricultural irmovaiion center focusing on value-added 
entrepreneurship) I have a special interest in, and appreciation for, Mr. Dorr’s leadership and 
support in this critical area. 


Sincerely, 
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Crooked Brooks Farm, LLC 


1«8 us. Roust?. 

Cabot sn- 0564? 

U.S. Senator Saxby Chambliss 
416 Russcllo Smaie Oriice Building 
Washington DC 205 1 0 
April 12,2005 

Dear Senator Chiimbliss, 

I work (and have worked) with farmers and small communities c\'ery day in Vermont, 
and I understand their needs and challenges. In order to improve the economic 
opportunities for them in our stale, it is crliicn! that we have strong and creative 
leadership at the Department of AgriculUirc In the Rural Development Mission Area. 1 
strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural 
Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the pas.sion, skill and experience ncco.s.sary to lead 
USD.A'.s Rural Development clTorts. Mr. Dorr lias been a leading advocate for value- 
added .and sustainable agriculture that has benefited .smalt family fanners and offered 
them an opportunity to remain competitive, in Vermont, we have benefited greatly fnim 
progratAS through Rural Development that have helped our farmers diversify nilo 
agrilourism. In my own community of Cab<,it, we have been able to build a water 
Uoalmcnt plant, contributing "fc-nly to the spurt of iicwhiime.s in the village, 

'rite confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these via! 
programs the gioatest possibility of succes,s and help insure their continued ftimling in a 
very tight budget period. Rural American - and rural Vermont -■ needs Tom Dorr's 
vision at USDA Rural Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vole in the 
United States .Senate, and I strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 

'i'M ■■ 

Jaekie Folsom, Partner 
Crooked Brooli.s Farm, !,I.,CI 
Cabot VT 
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<iuy 7#4'*’aJ>ny, CES, CRS. 

B-ojiit; s^cdwal>ay(SieoldwellliiMi3es.coai 


April 1 3, 2005 


WISCONSIN fct'MTOES* ASSOCIATION 
AS0i FonsitRjmR&aii. Sujtciol 
537t»«-7331 
5Cia-2ai-jQ(j7 i sco.;7?--i97i 
Fus. 6R8-24J-23Q1 
E-aiiib \vra@wrj.e >/5 
WdJsjti: bnp://www.>xtti,nr| 


Witi^ain Mi!kssi;«n. CAE, iVcutiijeni 
E-aiii- wcD^wrQ.or;; 


The Honorable Herb Kohl 
Unitsd Slates Senaior 
330 Halt Senate OfficeBuiiding 
Washington. DC 2051^ 


Dear ScnaiQj^Coqr^''^ 

On of the 17,500 members of the Wisconsin. REALTORS Association (WRA), I believe 
we have a dh^t stake in in^roviag economic opportunities in rnrai Wisoonsiru REALTORS 
work with farmers and small commumcics every day and nndefstand their needs and challenges, 
ll is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the 
Rural Development Mission Area. The WRa strongly supports Thomas C. Dorr fbr the position 
of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Doit has proven that he has the passion, skiil and experience necessary to lead USDA‘b Rural 
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable 
agriculture that has benefited small family fsomers and offered them an opportunity to remam 
competitive. In addition, he has pushed die Department to provide more creative outreach to 
minoridcs in order to insure their foil participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confinuation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vita! programs the 
greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a vary tight budget 
period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Our 17,500 
members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USOA Rural Development Tom Dorr deserves an 
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his 
confirmation . 


CAE 

President 



EH. 


REALTOR.* U s regsrhered mtok wiiicli idcnliEcs a {uolbfiiooal in real tTcrtc itho sufascnlws 
Ti> a =iri<rt Code of Ethics Os a meahex of «bc N ATIOMAI. ASSOCfATION OF IIHaLTORS-* 
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WSCONSIi'i IIKALTORS* ASSOCIATION 
4SU1 ?OM5l Kvfi F.'Md. 2«iiii2Cl 
MnmMe. WI 5370a.7357 
6p«-2dl-2047 2 SaO-279-1973 

ir-IMil: 

Well sits'. littpy/w«*'o','»Tf.Arg 


•^iniwn Mnfiafiij:. CaS, ftssiacat 
CUmsU; 

April 13, 2005 


Knry JoJwnUDy. Cilti, CR5. Ctainaaa 
2-inai); lg«lwsbo)^ccjdw'clib<in»=s.coia 


The Honorable RusseH Fcmgold 
United States Senator 
506 Hint Senate Office Building 
Washington. DC 30510 


Dear Senator | 


On belialf of. the 1^500 members of Wisconsin REALTORS Association (WRa), I believe 

we have a «m:ect slake in improving economic opportunities in rural Wisconsin, REALTORS 
work wi-di farmers and small communities every day aod understand tiieir needs and challenges. 
It is critical that we have strong and creative leadei^p at die Department of A^culturc in the 
Rural Development Mission Area. The WRA strongly .supports Thomas C. Dorr for the position 
of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 


Mr, Dorr has proven that he has die passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA’s Rural 
Dewlopmeat efforts. Mx. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable 
ngricultore that has benefited small family fannarg and offered them an opportunity to remain 
competitive. In addhion, he h^ pushed the DepartmcQT to provide more creative outreach to 
zniaoiities in order to insure their full participaiioainUSDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirrnatiaii of Mr. Doit will provide strong leadersMp lo help give tiicse vital programs the 
greatest possibility of success and help insure ddeir continued fiio ding in a vesry ti^t budget 
period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s 'rision at XJSDA Rural Development, Oar 17,500 
members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural Devdopment, Tom Dorr deserves an 
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge vou to vote for Ms 


cojonx-mation. 



President 


I iJ RSaLTOR* I s s tc'pfnerca ma&'A'hidxideiiaSai apror^ioo&l oKBte who 5^t?r.cribcs 
^ Code of Ediics AS 3 juciBber of NATIONAL ASSOCEATION OF REALTORS* 
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Frassetto 


From: "Wisconsin Corn Program" <wicom@idcnetcom> 

To: "Frassetto" <frdowns@charter.net> 

Sent: Friday. April 15, 2005 7:39 AM 

Subject: Re; Request for support of Undersecretary for Rural Development 
i have sent messages to our Senators on Tom Dorrs’ behalf. 

Bob Oteson 

— Original Message — 

From: Frassetto 

To: WICorn@idcnet.com 

Sent: Tuesday, April 12, 2005 8:49 PM 

Subject: Request for support of Undersecretary for Rural Development 
Dear Bob, 

I am writing you to seek your organization's support of President Bush's nominee for Undersecretary of Rural 
Development, Tom Dorr 

As you may know. Mr. Dorr had served in this capacity for a period of time over the last two - three years but 
was never confirmed by the Senate. Since he has now been renominated, we're hoping your organization will 
offer support as subcommittee hearings are scheduled in the very near future. 

If your organization is interested in assisting in this effort. I would ask that you forward a fetter to both of Wl's 
senators and to foe chairman and ranking member of the Senate Ag committee (messrs. Chambliss and 
Hartcin). For your reference. I’ve attached a sample letter of support as well as Information on Mr. Dorr. 

If you decide to lend your support please email or fax (since time is of the essence) a letter supporting nominee 
Dorr to the following: kohl_senate@kohl.senale.gov, (there Is an underscore between kohl and senate that you 
may not see), chambiiss.senate.gov, harkin.senate.gov (Both Chambliss and Harkin's information are websites 
that provide an email link). As for Senator Feingold, I do not have his email nor fax readily available. 

Additionally, If I could be cc'd on the letter it will help me track the process. 

Bill, thank you for your consideration of this important matter. 

Finally, ! really want to meet up with you soon but my schedule is solid until mid May. Perhaps we can hook up 
then. 

Best wishes, 


Frank Frassetto 



April 15, 2005 


IMPACT SEVEN, INC. 

A WISCONSIN DEVELOPMENT l^ORPORAml^^ 

147LakeAimenaDf.- Almena.Wi54805' 715-357-3334* fAX7l5-357-6233* e-mati'iinpaci(S)impaciseven,org 
’This institution is an equal opportunity provider " 


Senator Saxby Chambliss 
United States Senate 
Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington. D.C. 20510 

RE. Thomas C. Dorr 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

Impact Seven, Inc. has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities for the 
rural residents of Wisconsin. We work with small, rural communities and target 
the very low and low income residents of Wisconsin. So that we can continue to 
serve these communities and residents, it is imperative that we have strong and 
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C Dorr tor the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate 
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family 
farmers and offered them an opportunity remain competitive, in addition, he has 
pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in order 
to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued 
funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at 
USDA Rural Development. We need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States 
Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 

xj^lrUJilQ H'i 

William Bay. President 


, 1 



Recipient of Wisconsin's First New Markets Tax Credits 
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IMPACT SEVEN, INC. 

A WISCONSIN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

147LaKeA!mBr)aDf' Almena. Wl S48Q5- 715'357-3334- FAX715'357-6233‘ e-ma!!,!fTipact@imp3Ctseven.or0 
"This institution is an equal opportunity provider. " 


Senator Tom Harkin 
United States Senate 
731 Hart Senate Office 
Washington. D.C. 20510 

RE: Thomas C. Dorr 

Dear Senator Harkin: 

Impact Seven, Inc. has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities for the 
rural residents of Wisconsin. We work with small, rural communities and target 
the very low and low income residents of Wisconsin So that we can continue to 
serve these communities and residents, it is imperative that we have strong and 
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate 
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family 
farmers and offered them an opportunity remain competitive. In addition, he has 
pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in order 
to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued 
funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at 
USDA Rural Development. We need Tom Dorr's leadership at USDA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States 
Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 



Recipient of Wisconsin's Rrst New Markets Tax Credits 
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April 15, 2005 


IMPACT SEVEN, INC 


A WISCONSIN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

l47LaKeAlmenaDr- Atmena.Wi 54805- 7t5-35?-3334- FAX715-367-6233- e-mail: impact@impac!seven.ofg 
"This institution is an equal opportunity provider." 


Senator Herb Kohl 
United States Senate 
330 Hart Office Building 
Washington, D.C 20510 

RE: Thomas C. Dorr 

Dear Senator Kohl: 


Impact Seven, Inc has a direct stake in Improving economic opportunities for the 
rural residents of Wisconsin. We work with small, rural communities and target 
the very tow and low income residents of Wisconsin So that we can continue to 
serve these communities and residents, it is imperative that we have strong and 
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr Dorr has been a leading advocate 
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family 
farmers and offered them an opportunity remain competitive. In addition, he has 
pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in order 
to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued 
funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at 
USDA Rural Development. We need Tom Dorr's leadership at USDA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States 
Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation 

Sincerely, 


William Bay, President 




Recipient of Wisconsin's First New Markets Tax Credits 
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IMPACT SEVEN, INC. 

A WISCONSIN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

147lakeA!menaDf • Aimena. Wi 54805* ?15- 357-3334- FAX715-357-6233* e-mail: inpaci@impactseven org 


April 15, 2005 


"This institution is an equal opponunity provider. " 


Senator Russ Feingold 
United States Senate 
506 Hart Senate Office 
Washington, D,C, 20510 

RE: Thomas C. Don- 


Dear Senator Feingold; 


Impact Seven, inc, has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities for the 
rural residents of Wisrxinsin. We work with small, rural communities and target 
the very low and low income residents of Wisconsin, So that we can continue to 
sen/e these communities and residents, it is imperative that we have strong and 
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development, 

Mr, Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA's Rural Development efforts Mr, Dorr has been a leading advocate 
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family 
farmers and offered them an opportunity remain competitive. In addition, he has 
pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in order 
to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 


The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued 
funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at 
USDA Rural Development. We need Tom Dorr's leadership at USDA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States 
Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 



Recipient of Wisconsin's First New Markets Tax Credits 
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November 3, 2003 


Dear Senator: 

The below signed organizatioiis urge you to vote in support of the confirmation of 
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary of Rural Development, United States Department of 
Agriculture. The position of Under Secretary of Rural Development is critical in a 
number of ways to the success of rural America and agriculture communities. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the skill and experience necessary to lead USDA's Rural 
Development efforts. The Senate Committee on Agriculture, Forestry and Nutrition 
recognizes the importance of this position and favorably reported (14-7) Mr. Dorr's 
nomination hi bipartisan feshion on June 18, 2003. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will allow these vital programs the greatest possibility of 
success. Mr. Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate, we urge you 
to vote for his confinnation. 

Sincerely, 

American Farm Bureau Federation 
American Meat Institute 
American Soybean Association 
National Association of Wheat Growers 
National Cattlemen's Beef Association 
National Chicken Coimcil 
National Com Growers Association 
National Cotton Council 
National Milk Producers Federation 
National Pork Producers Council 
National Turkey Federation 
United Egg Association 
United Egg Producers 

Uiuted Fresh Fruits and Vegetables Association 
USA Rice Federation 
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2002 North Carolina Farm Bureau Annual Meeting 
Monday, December 9, 2002 

Remarks of Former U.S. Congresswoman Eva Clayton 
<Applause following her formal remarks> 

Clayton: Can I say a word about Dorr before I --? 

Moderator: Sure, you certainly can. 

Clayton: He’s going to let me come back. I wanted to -I’m not introducing, ah, Mr. Dorr 
because, ah, he will be appropriately introduced. So, if I have to slip out — if he goes over 
15 minutes I’m going to slip out, I can tell you. 

But, um. . .I’ve come to know him and, um, as we began our our relationship we 
did not see eye-to-eye. But I want to tell you that he is a man of great depth and great 
understanding and is someone who indeed who is willing to be patient with me, bring me 
along and come and I also have been patient with him. So, I think we have developed a 
unique relationship and I just want to commend him to you, as he will be properly 
introduced. And if I have to slip out it is in no ways, ah, um, disrespectful to him. It’s 
just that I have to catch, ah, a 10:55 plane back to Washington. So I want to thank you 
for coming to my state and thank you for the leadership that you have bro — providing 
rural America. Thank you very much. 


<Applause> 
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STATEMENT 


Unfted D^rttn^ of Agriculture • C^k» ctf CcMnmun«cations • ImJqserHief^ Awmie, SW 
^shin^on, !X 20250*1300 • '^•^^23 • £nmi!;oc.ftewsf?usda.^ • W^:riap:/Mww.us(:te-g<^ 


Release No. 0387.03 

by 

Secretary Ann M. Veneman 
on Thomas C. Dorr 
November 18, 2003 


“Today, the political process got in the way of progress for rural America. In spite of 
personal commitments I had from Senators to support Tom Dorr, the partisanship of the 
Senate superceded the best interests of rural America. 

“During his tenure at USD A, Tom has made a tremendous impact in the area of Rural 
Development including expediting programs and implementing management efficiencies. 
His work won universal support from those internally and externally. It is unfortunate that 
residents of rural America will not benefit from the integrity, fairness and the ingenuity of 
Tom’s leadership, which helped to strengthen rural development programs. We are 
extremely proud of him. 

“I sincerely thank the Senators from both sides of the aisle who supported Tom and who 
worked so hard on his behalf” 
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USDA 



United States Pepanmsni of Agrteul&ire 

Office of ths Secretary 
We^ington, D.C. 20250 

JUN 2 7 2X2 


The Honorable Tom Harkin 
Chairman 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

This is in response to your letter of June 6 , 2002 , regarding the nomination of Tom Dorr as 
Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development. The letter expresses the Committee on 
Agriculture’s interest in having the Department of Agriculture’s Farm Service Agency (FSA) 
conduct a year-aid review of the Harold and Melvin Dorr Trusts for each of the years 1 988 
through 1993. The letter also asks whether the Melvin Dorr Trust and the Harold Dorr Trust 
have repaid the funds rerquired by the year end reviews for 1994 and 1 995. 

I asked FSA to conduct the requested review and a copy of the June 25, 2002, report is enclosed. 
The report also provides the information that you have requested regarding the status of the 
refund payments. I note that the last sentence of the first full paragt^h on the second page of the 
report contains a typogr^hical error regarding the dates of the requested ferm records. While the 
sentence reads “from the years 1998 through 1993,” it should read “firom the years 1988 through 
1993.” 

I hope and trust that this information will enable you and the Committee to finally move forward 
on Mr. Dorr’s nomination, as promised in your June 6 letter. 

Sincerely, 


Aim M- 'i^eneman 
Secretary 

Enclosure 



An Equal Opponwify Emoroy^' 
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USDA 


TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 


Juae 2S, 2002 

Reply to: Prodiictfon AdjustmonE 

James Little, Admioistrator FSA 
Steve Phillips, Iowa State FSA 
Review of Dorr Trusts Records 



‘Hiia Tnemoranduro is to suminerizo recent reviews of die payment eligibilily for 2 Dorr trusts fer 
the years 19S8 fiitough 1993. 

I had the Ch«okee County CED, ^fichael Houston, review and copy available records for the 
Melvin Q Doer Family Iirevocable Trust CMG Don Trust) and die h^iold E Dorr Family 
Ir^vocahte Trust (HE Dorr Trust) for d» years 1988 dxrou^ 1993. I reviewed diosejrrcocdswdtfa 
the following conctusioos: 

« In each of those years, each trust had one &ini ttiat was participating m the Price Support / 
Productioa Adjustment Program. The records available generally incliM^ the CCC-477 
Contracti The ASCS-578 Rqjoit of Acreage, The ASCS-lSd Farm Record, The ASCS-476 
Notice of Bases and Yields, and some rec^ of paymeats made, in most cases a copy of the • 
actual payment statement The no^le exception is tire 1988 and 1989 records for die HB Doit 
Trust fam 1 q those 2 years the only avail^lc record is die Report of Acreage. 

Z have sumtnarized the payments and shares in an atiuhed excel woric sheet 

• The FSA records for those years show the Trusts were conducting die respective fanning 
operations as owner operator with die Trusts having 100% interest in &£ crops and farm 
payments, the same as they were rqiorted to FSA in 1994 and 1995. The end-of-year reviews 
for 1994 and 1 995 revealed that the income and expenses &om the Trusts ferms were actually 
stared 50/50 with Dorrs Pine Grove Farms, Inc.’ FSA detennined that the trusts had violated 
the shares pro visioca or the CCC-477 Contracts for diose years. The Melvin Dorr Trust 
refunded that money aficr a review in 1997. 

1994 and 1995 end-of-year reviews were conducted on tiie Harold Dorr Trust in late 2001 at 
tiie direction of your Oftice. This trust was also detemuned to have violated the shares 
provision of the CCC477 foe those >tears. The Harold Dorr Trust has stated in a letter, dated 
June 25, 2002, it*s intent is to refund those payments by July S, 2002. 

• FSA 11183 contain no actual records ftom the Dorr farming operations for US 1» determine how 
these operations were actually conduct in 1988 through 1993. It is unlikely that many of the 
actual fann records are still available, as this 9 to 14 years in the pasL FSA has no requirement 
that &cmei3 rctm'n diese records for tiiie length of time. 

• The H. E, Dorr Trust also received a shEffe of Payments in 1 990 through 1 993 on a larger farm 


u«iUA m an equal uppanunitir onpiayar ano usnow 
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cm. whicli Dona Pine Grove Farm was the operator. The film number changed from year to 
year due to fam reconstitutions, but generally it contained 1300 to 1400 acres of cropland 
owned by various Dorr family members and entities, Alfiiou^ we have reports of acreage end 
CCC-477 Contracts for those fenns, I am unable to determine if ihere is a potential problem 
with the payments on fiat laiger firm. The Report of Acreage shows, fiat all crops on all 
acres, regardless of who own^ fie land, were shared in fie same manner as program payments 
were shared on fie firm. I believe fie County ofBcc took a short cut in recording all shares 
this way. rather than requiring fie operator to sped^ how crops in each field were shared. 
Since the lepoit of acreage did not show how producers on individual tracts' of land shared in 
the crops, 1 am unable to determine if fiere is a potential problem wifi fie payments on fiis 
. land. ■ 

You informed fiis Office fiat Tom Haridn, Chairman of the Senate Agdculttiral Committee, 
requested FSA conduct paymrat limitation/eKgiblUty End-of Year reviews for fie years 1988 . 
throng 1993 . The Cfierokre County Office initiated those reviews wifi letters to Thomas Dorr, 
represeutative of the Melvin Dorr hrevocable Family Trust, and Donald Dorr, reprraentative for 
fie Harold Doir tievocable Family Trust Those letters were sent by regular mail and via FAX on 
June 24, 2002. The letters requested fiat fie Trusts provide actual form records fiom fie years 
1 998 through 1993 moludin& but not limited w, records of crop and machinery expenses, farm 
leases, crop income, raop insurance records, etc.. 

Both Thomas Dorr and Dotrald Dorr responded via FAX to the Cherokee County FSA Office on 
June 25, 2002 stating that form records for those years are no longer available. Donald Dorr Stated 
that in 1 999 all records for the Harold Dorr Trust, over S years old. were destroyed. Thoroas Dorr 
stated he is unable to comply with fife request He states "We would comply, if sufficient 
ioformatiott were available to foirly and accurately show how our operations wets conducted, but 
we are unable to do so.” 

In fie absence of actual firm records fiom fie Trusts, fiis Office believes it is not possible for FSA 
to come to any valid conclusion regarding the eKgfoility of fie Trusts for deficiency payments that 
were paid in fie years 1 998 firou^ 1993. Producers are not teqmred to maintain records for fiis 
length of fine and we suggest fiat tias review be concluded. Please advise fiis Offi ce how to 
proceed. 



Haffoki Dorr Irrevocable 
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USDA 


Unll«dS3xt«E 
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FSA omcB 
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atBrt9)»Q,|A5igi2' 

0^ 

pnofiBj 

{712J 225-5717 
FAJt 

(r-iiQ 7 s:s^eaaQ 


Juae 5; 7002 


Hajnld E. Don tovtejible Family Tmsi 
% Dan^ Doir | 
lire Candlewtwd Dfivo 
League Oty. TX 77^73.3 194 

Dear Mr. Don: j 

This iBsponds to lener of April 19. 2002. Farm Service Ageas^i auihority to 

compromise debt is Baaed on Rs^Utions at 7.CFR, Fait 1403.15 and Farm Service 
Agency pioeedure inj Kandboolc 5S-FL Those regulalioos give Farm Seryica Agency 
anrHoricy to eoarpm^ae debt either because a debtor is financiatty unable id pay the did» 
or Farm Service Agejicy has no reasonable pnspect (o enforce coUcctlon of iha debt. 

t 

tf you belkve chu tbrold £. Doer Irrevocable Family Trust for debt 

eomprorruse under tdese regulations, you must provide 2 years of finaodal records and 
tax ictunis per Ebr co^idemloo by Fvm Service A-geccy. We have enclosed Faon 
Service Ae^cy Handbook procedure, wluch coocalns infomvat'ioa on recjulrod rfscords. 
atid guidcUnes Farm Service Agency wit! use lo consider any eoenprom^es offer. 

By iem dated 0 1*3 1>2002, we naUfied you that the County CommiUBe had datetmii^ 
dut you owe 517,151.87 plus iflcccest as applicable. Sea arraehefj Stacement of 
Qupstamding debt U past due. Lam paymetuinerestwlllacciue on your debt 

SI Che rare of S.50Q%i^c aqnum &om the date of this kitcr until (he debt is paid or 
odiertvise resolved. ^5 A wlU waive late payment in^resc an your debt (or any pan of 
your debt) ifasl is paip te the next 3Q days. . 

• *. . i 

Pleaserpay your debtinow. Make your check payable to ’'Cotunodity Cradit Carporation” 
and s^nd U to this of^ce at she above address. If you am imablo to pay the dabe la &il 
now. you may anaa;^ to est^biish a mucuaily acceptable lepayment agseemeot and pay in 
insuiiimoius. If peyr^uuu in fUU or arrangements to pay the debt In fill! oie not made 
within., do days ftom dace of this letter, the debt wiU be wtc ro the iCansas City 

hf&pageowQtOfijlcerorreferral to the Depanmsntof Treasury. Tlw Deparcmcht of 
Trcasiuy wlU colleai'tbB debt fay offset of quaUfied disbutseznents aod refunds, IndudJUg 
any iaconie tijx refund to which you may be entitled. 

Because dds debt be eoUeered by effseiof your halcxai iocorna tax refirnds. you may 

presenc, within CO de^ fiom the dace of this leiter. evidence chat all or pan of the (kbc is 
not past due w enforesable, To do so, submit to this of&e a wsit&an expiaoadon 

of yous positioi that roe d^ or part of the debt Is rk put duo or legally eoforatsidilcs, and 
injchade dooutonnoui^a to suppoQ your position. 



USD* to an E««l Oppeitunajr emptotiw 
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tlDder Federel kw an^ reguteiions. ihe fetlowlng Eddltisaai actions may be taken by USDa 
and the Deparimont og Tieasufy to collect dditiqueni debts: 


» Assessment of bteiest, adnumscrative costs, and penalties 

• AdmliusirativB gamtslunmi of wages , 

» Offiict of CCC ana FS A payments 

• Repotting dte debs to caitsDiner and cominercia} ciedit bureaus 

• Refetral of the deUt to private eollccimn agencies and tlreasaiy^^igDated caUection 

eenten I 

« Refisnal of the dem to agency counsel or the Department of Jusdee for lidgation - 
t Repotiiog dm.debato (he Intetoal Revenue Service if the debt, ocany ponioti of ttu: 
d^^ is disehargem 

Our-cecords do mat inmeate that you have (tied for bankiuptcy pioteciion under TUle 1 1 of 
the United States Code. If you have tiled for banJctuptcy, pismse notify your local USDA' 
Setvicfs Center as SODA as possible so that we may update our records m ceQ^ the 
banktupicy, and pioce^ to resolve this debt in accordattcc with bankruptcy procedures. 

Please contact this oRta at #712-225-57 17 if yon have any questions- We want to work' 
with you to lesolve thip debt and to discuss repayments options, if n e ee sta ty. If this debt'is 
not resolved Widnn 60 days flnm the date of this letter, the Kansas Ciqr Managsment Office 
will taka additional collection aecten. 

Please distcganl this letter if you have already paid this debt. 

Sincerely . 


NfichacI W. Hogston 
County Executive Din eior 


USM |K an Equal OpovemBy Env^arw 
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ohaakbosk and we need to pntthn RuKsr to Ml.) 

Sinoitrbly youni 
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June 25, 2002 

\TA FACSIMILE AND SEGULAK MAIL 
712 - 225-6090 

Mr. Houston and Members of the Committee, 

Cherokee County FSA Office 
Attn; Michael W. Houston, CEO 
P.O.Box 455 
Cherokee, IA5I0t2 

Dear Mr. Houston and Members Of the Committee, 

We acknowledge receipt of your letter of June 24, 2002, advising us that Senator Tom Harkin has 
requested that you perform cnd-of-year reviews of our operations for the years 1988 through 
1993. While we have no fixed time period beyond five years that we maintain records of our 
annual operations, it is our praaice to discard such information that will not be required for IRS 
or normal FSA reviews after seven or eight years. 

This letter from your office requests materials going back from ten to fifteen years. We are 
unable to comply with your request. We would comply, if sufficient information were available 
to us to fairly and accurately show how our operations were conducted, but we are unable to do 
so. 


Knowing that your office is only required to keep records for no more tlian five years, we hope 
you understand our practices in this regard. 



Thomas C. Don- 
Trustee 

M.G Dorr In-evocable Family Trust 
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United States 
Department of 
y^riculture 

Farm and Foreign 

Agricultural 

Services 

Farm Service 
Agency 

1400 independence 
Ave, SW 
Stop 0501 
Washington, DC 
20250-0501 


USDA 



Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chairman 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
416 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss; 

On April 27, 2005, at the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry confirmation 
hearing for Under Secretary for Rural Development-designee Thomas Dorr, a document entitled 
“CCC/TSA Farm Program Collection Activity for FY 2001, by Program Group,” was presented 
for the record. A copy of the table is attached to this letter. Specifically, the conimittec inquired 
about the amounts presented in the category entitled “Penalty Income ‘Tobacco.’” This table was 
originally provided to the Committee in 2002. 

Upon review by the Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC) Controller, some inconsistencies in 
the original report were identified that I would like to review with you. While the numbers 
themselves were correct from an accounting perspective, they were not well presented to reflect 
actual collection activity. 

In the original table, the group of rows labeled “Penalty Income - Tobacco” was incorrectly 
labeled. The first row of this group contained 44,735 cancelled paymente totaling 
$240,925,215.25^ which were, in fact, accounting adjustments to a variety of programs, not just 
tobacco. Furthermore, they did not represent actual collections. This entry was made in 
accordance with CCC accounting policies and procedures, and is supported in CCC’s general 
ledger. 

A revised version of this table has been prepared and is attached to this letter. The revised table 
shows that FSA and CCC actually made only 94,046 collections totaling $70,901,387.89. It 
should also be noted that there were only 54 “Tobacco/Peanuts Marketing Quota Penalties” 
(MQP) collections amounting to $31,847.83. 

As shown in the revised table, the “Penalty Income - Tobacco” group, shown on the original 
table, should have been distributed among the following four groups; 

• Penalty Income 

• Unearned Payments 

• Tobacco/Peanuts MQP 

• Cancelled Payments (accounting adjustments - not actual collections) 

These groups are explained below; 

Penalty Income is the income collected from liquidated damages imposed by the Agency for 
program noncompliance. 


USOA is an Equal Opportunity Employer 
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The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Page 2 


Unearned Payments are sometimes made to producers that subsequently have to be collected, 
either through a voluntary repayment, through administrative action, or through the Treasury. 

Offset Program . If an amount determined to be unearned is not repaid within 30 days, a claim is 
established, and collection has been completed through an administrative process or through the 
establishment of a notes receivable entry, 

Tobacco/Peanuts (MOPl are income collected from penalties imposed related to the quota 
systems used to control markets for the tobacco and peanut programs. These penalties are 
imposed for noncompliance with marketing requirements as required by law. 

Cancelled Payments . In reality, these transactions are accounting adjustments, not collections 
from the public. They are part of a data handling process used by CCC to correct information 
initially entered into payment records. This process is only used when the payment amount is 
correct, but some other key program information about the original payment needs to be changed. 
This is a clearing account set up in accordance with CCC accounting practices to facilitate 
processing of these entries in FSA county offices. 

The information on cancelled payments has been moved to the bottom of the new table under the 
summary line titled “Total Collections” so that the differences between the original and new 
tables would be clear and no money would be missing. Attached, please find the corrected 
version of this table. 

If you or your staff would like to discuss this table, please do not hesitate to contact me. An 
identical copy of this letter is being sent to your colleague, Senator Tom Harkin. 

Sincerely, 


Attachments 



Administrator 


cc: Honorable Tom Harkin 

United State Senate 
73 1 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C, 20510 
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FSA and CCC Fairo Program CoBection^ivi^ for FY 2001, by Program Group 


Total Colleaions 


Commodk^ toan AcUvity 


Voluntary ColiectiMi 
Adntinistravttva OfTsat 
DOJCoUection 
T(M> Conacaon 
Cross Sarvlelns Coilactlon 
Tout 

Loan Deficiency Pa^nents Voluntary Collection 
Administiavtive Ofh»t 
DOJ Coliectton 
TOP Collectton 
Cross ServIclRd CoUsctlon 
Total 


Maiiwt Loss Astistance 


Denclency anil Diversion 


Diaster Pr^trams 


Conservation fhroorama 


Conservation Reserve 

Program 


Unearned Payment 


Tobaceo/Peamits MQP 


Total Collections 
Cancelled Payments J/ 
Grand Total 


Voluntary Collection 

AdnMIstravttve O^et 

DOJ Cr^tection 

TOP Cr^lection 

Cross Servicing Collecdtm 

Total 

Voluntary Collection 
Administravttve Offset 
DOJ Ct>llection 
TOP Coflectian 
Cross Ser'Hcing Collection 


Voluntary Collection 
Actiitinlstravtbm Offset 
DOJ Cctilection 
TOP Collection 
Cross Servicing CoUection 
Total 

Voluntary Collection 

Administravttve OtiMt 

DOJCoiieetion 

TOP Colleton 

Cross Servidng Collection 

Total 

Voluntary CollacHon 

Administiavtive Offset 

DOJ Collection 

TOP Collection 

Cross Servicing Collection 

Total 

Voluntary Collection 
AdffilrtfstnviFve Offset 
OOJ Collection 
TOP Collection 
Cross Servicing CoUection 
Total 

Voluntary Collection 
AdminIstnivUve Offset 
OOJ Collection 
TOP CoUection 
Cross Servicing Collection 
Total 

Voluntary Collection 
Adntinistravtive Offset 
DOJ CoilerMon 
TOP Colleton 
CrtMs Servicing Collection 
Total 

Voluntary CrUlection 
Admlnistnvtive Offset 
OOJ CoUsctlon 
TOP CoUectiwi 
Cross Serviciitg Collection 
Toot 

Voluntary CoUection 

Administravttve Offset 

OOJ Collection 

TOPCrMection 

Cross Serviting CollectiM 

Total 

Vrriuntaiy Collection 

Administiavtive O^et 

DOJ Collection 

TOP CoUection 

Cross Servicing Collection 

Total 

Ail Types 

Accounting Adjustmeitis 
For Accounting Purposes 


3.125 

1.423 


2.087 

S3.4«g 


30 


28 


2.088 

84JM8 

44,735 

138,781 


Amount 
$1,480,811.75 
$1,384,843.08 
$234,717.71 
$87,284.44 
$20,830.17 
$3,187,487.18 

$211.«01.» 

$260,384J4 

$8.00 

$17,836.64 

$447.85 

$480,572.18 

$1,743,188.58 

$157,282.18 

$0.00 

$2,79838 

$0.08 

$1,903375.13 

$958,728.15 

$103,71033 

$503,784.02 

$102,178.88 

$75393.80 

$1,744,685.08 

$44.44031081 

$293,81088 

$030 

$14,548.52 

$15,831.34 

$44,784,088.73 

$10,187,514.94 

$331,080.57 

$50,024.80 

$61.37010 

$20.11538 

$10,65038537 

$1394.44130 

$127,103.80 

$750,748.48 

$36,585.82 

$12,45538 

$2.22339438 

$130,42738 

$9,m8S 

$0.00 

$3.3173$ 

$50133 

$144,00038 

$15,107.74 

$000 

$000 

$0.00 

$665.01 

$15,972.75 

$3,033.93085 

$337,585.55 

$155328.67 

$23038001 

$141,289.83 

$3,898388.84 

$94,988.34 

$21532435 

$000 

$3,058.48 

$0.00 

$31537018 

$25,609.05 

$3,383.11 

$000 

$3.65437 

$ 1.00 

$31,847.83 

$1,055.90079 

$310187.54 

$181.06010 

$20,152.48 

$27.09002 

$1,612,39391 

$70.901387.88 

$240925315.35 

$311,828,80334 


1,744 

81.003 

44,657 

125.860 


Amount Count 

$000 947 

$000 S93 

$0.00 38 

$0.00 152 

$0.00 34 

$0.00 2,064 

$27,611,35 481 

$0.00 354 

$0.00 0 

$0.00 42 

$0.00 4 

$27,611.35 881 

$1,633,71531 93 

$0.00 143 

$0.00 0 

$0.{» 14 


$733,008.21 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$733.00931 

$44,257,148.50 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$44357.149.80 

$9.572323.13 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$9.572323.13 

$1,110,663.34 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$1,110,863.34 

$120,329.45 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$aoo 

$0.00 

$120,329.45 

$15,107.74 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$15,107.74 

$2,714,911.91 

$0.W 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$2,714,811.91 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$21,923.47 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.08 

$0.00 

$21,923.47 

$308,751.38 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$808,751.38 

$61,015,498.17 

$240.82S31SU 

$301,940,711.52 


Amount Count 

$1395,878.52 323 

$1,173,509.46 124 

$221,051.89 44 

$07304.44 0 

$20330.17 0 

$2,777,752.48 481 

$174,330.07 32 

$25038434 0 

$0.00 0 

$17,838.64 0 

$447.85 0 

$453,000.90 Xt 

$109,470.85 0 

$157392.18 0 

$0.80 0 

$2,790.39 0 

$0.00 0 

$269^32 0 

$59,154.47 760 

$89,00233 10 

$503,784.1^ 0 

$1)^178.90 0 

$75393.60 0 

U29313.08 770 

$150,807.03 64 

$2U, 626.9? 9 

$0.00 0 

$14,54532 0 

$15,831.34 0 

$4«3n>.84 73 

$417,449.96 219 

$290,015.60 19 

$ 50 , 1^68 0 

$61,370.10 0 

$20,11536 0 

$630375.54 230 

$104,141.74 03 

$108,776.14 11 

$750,74836 0 

$38,585.62 0 

$1235538 0 

$1.069,7W34 04 

$10,09833 0 

$7,959.85 1 

$0.00 0 

$3,317.03 0 

$501.03 0 

$21370.94 1 

$0.00 0 

$0.00 0 

$0.00 0 

$aoo 0 

$885.01 0 

$805.01 0 

$317,161.48 1 

$3373^58 0 

$155328.87 0 

$230368.01 0 

$141388.63 0 

$1.181314.37 1 

$92.82932 7 


Amount 

$184,73533 

$131,333.63 

$13,66532 

$000 

$0.00 

$329,734.68 


$0.00 

$$.056.«i 

$0.00 

$3<»,110.78 


$2,654.67 

$ 1.00 

$7,701.39 

$18S,72aOO 

$241,05330 

$180.83231 

$20,152.46 

$27,098.02 

$657,856.18 

$8,880.60638 

$0.00 

$8,880,806.28 


»X00 

ifo.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$9.85933 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$030 

$107,564.47 

$14,708.30 

$0.00 

^00 

$0.00 

$182372.77 

$3238438 

$7,98339 

$0,00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$4037837 

$197,841.83 

$40,44437 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$230386.80 


$0.00 

$0.00 

$42,621.68 


$0.00 

$0.08 

$0.00 

$0.08 

$0.00 

SOM 

$1,963.56 

$aoo 

^00 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$1,W3.56 


$0.00 

$0.00 

$10,150.42 

$1358.74 

$96433 

$0.00 


$?,???, 97 

$58335.43 

$77,114.04 

$10335.^ 

$0.00 

$0.00 

$145,785.36 

$1.«)5.28S.44 

$0.00 

$1.8eS3».44 


V This amount teprasanis coileetions recorded as a result of an issued payment being cenc^ed. As an Internal contnti, whenever an Issued payment Is eancrtied, a reesIvaUe is 
estabilatied. In marry cases, ttie payment Is being canceled ti> accouHrllsh an accounting change of key riata about tt>e payment extiuding ttM anKHmt A new raptaemiwit payment Is 
created wWi tiie coirset accounting data and the hinds from the new payment is used to satisfy the receivable balance due. This Is an accounMg data modiftcation, not an aciud 
collection frmn the ptUtilc. 
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CCC/FSA Fann Program CoHectfon Acfiwty for FY2001, by Progrwn Group 


Conunodfti' Lean Actrrity 


Loan Doficiency Payment* 


Voluroty CoBedbn 
AdminisJiative OJfael 
Oepartmert ol JosJfcs CoHecSon 
Ttcasurjr Coleclion 
Crass &nndf«(| CoNectioo 

Total 

Volunlaty CollBaion 
Admin^raytive Offset 
OepadmenI ol Justce CollecSon 
Treasury Cotedion 
Crass ServKinQ Coffectiocv 

Total 

Voluncary CoKeciion 
Adrnnislravterc Offset 
Department irf Justice Colection 
Treasury CoAedioo 
Cross Sorvicrng Colfecton 


Raceivsbtvs 

Cour* Amour* Count 

0 $0.00 9*7 


Notes 

Arrraunt 

S184.T3523 

$131433.63 

St3.66S.82 


Vofuntaiy Coitertion 
Administravlive Offset 
Department of Jusikx Colecliott 
Treasury Coledcm 
Cross Servicing Coilcclioo 

Total 

Volunt»y Cdedisn 
Admincsiravitve onset 
Departmer* of Justice ColecSon 
Treasury Colection 
Cross Servidng CoHedion 

Total 


Departnver* ol Justice Colecfion 
Tteasmy Coleclion 
Cross Servicirrg CoHedion 

Total 


Oepartmefl M Justice ColecSon 

Treasury CoHedaori 
Cross Servicing CoHedion 


VoKidtery CoNedien 
Atlminislraintve onset 
Dcpaitinert ol Justice Coiection 
Treasury Coledion 
Cress Servicing Coneetbn 

Total 

VoluTtaiy CoHadren 
AdnMsIiavtne Offset 
Depariftnrt of Justice Colaoion 
Treasrey Colcetron 
Cress Serviesrg CoHedton 

Total 

VokrtSary CoHselasn 
Adninidiavlive Offset 
Ot^anmenf of JusUce Coledion 
Treasury Coledian 
Cress.^rvkfng Co flec lion 


VrAintiryColfedion 
Administtavtive Offset 
Depart men of Juslioe Cole<£on 
Tieesiay Coleetion 
Cross Serndng CoHedion 

Tetai 


$2U.O«14S0.69 

SS56.t93.04 

$15329.67 

$235679-17 

$14147063 

$245,170.62340 


S64SS $243.661.9S0.73 2.047 


125,660 $301,940,711.52 11,165 


1,878 $1,005,285.44 


Total P r oflr at its 
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:-i77 tj.r. iH-AF-THErff AGRIDllUPE 

CcmRodity Credit Corporation 


IHTENTICN TO Fv^TICIPATE IN T}€ 1995 PRICE 
^Wmf AND PRODlCTIffll ADJUn®1T 


1. CoaiAy Offics Name, Address, 
0€MEE mm AJCS OFICE 
P.O. BOX 453 
CHEPOKEE lA 


and Telephone NuitJaer 

(?1 2)225-571 7 

51912-6435 


I 2* n. & CO. Code I 1. Farm Number 

1 19-635 ! 2317 


IS IFfromON TO PARTICIPATE, is entered into between the Comaodity Credit Corporation (CtX) and the undersigned prcKliicers on 
j farm identified above for tiie 1995 cropis) identified in column 4. »4»ich are desi-gnated by the operator oi the farm by 
terirvg "iES' in column 5 asad initialing in column i. The agrewent-s in the Intention to Pafticijjaie are contairied in the 
>477 ^pendix. entitled, Appendix to Form CCC-477, Mention to Participate in the 1995 Price j'^port and Production Adjustment 
agrams. By signing this Intention, the urelersigned producers on far# identified above intend w participate in the 19^ 

Lee support and Production Adjustment Pro-gram for the cropf-s) identified in coliisn 4, which are designated by the operator 
the farm bv entering- 'YES’ in column 5 and initialiiM in‘col<»n 6. By signirig this Intention, producers (1) acknowledge 
:eipt of the CCC-47? Appendix, and agree to abide by the terms contaii^ therein, and (2) agree to comply with the regulations 
.^rning the applicable pro-^aa and pa^nt eligibility and limitation provisions. This pro^as or activity will be 
iducted on a iiondiscriiinatory basis uithout regard to race, color, religion, national -origin, age. sex, marital status, 
handicap. 


'm 

4 — 

)RN 

PARTICIPATING 

IN 

ARP 

1 PF^lTICIPATmi 1 
t OPERATORS ! ACREAGE I 
j INITIALS 1 BA^ 1 

} 



FERHITTED 


ACRES FOR PAYtCKT 

HUY I 


1 

PLAITED 

PAY 85/92 

sh 

i i53j 

1 ! I 

141 1 

1 

i 

1 

141.5 

118,6 

.0 

m 

Vio 

1 i 

1 I .0 1 

1 1 1 

1 

85 1 

1 


1 

1 

1 


i 

1 

! 



The 

acreage base for any crep that is not listed is zero. 







IRATOR Name and Address ID NO. 42 i268299 ICFflP 

! 

CORfi 

1 

! 

! 

1 Other Farms 


JIT.C. DORR- 
44W F AVE 
HARCUr, lA 5 

jADV. 

PAYHTj 

Y PEF 

j<?^ 

i 

! 

j 



0357W7 \x JHARE i 

AU 

1 

1 

t 

1 



satire, WL,. i 

PoT" 




. CCC R^resentative's jignature. 
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IC-477 

iLS, K?AP^iR‘T GF An?'ta8.n,I^F 

CoiTifflodity Credit Cerporatior! 

1 i. Comity Office thm-. Address, 
1 Ca¥TY A,7C’ OFICF 

! Pjl. ECX m 
\ Omk'tE lA 

arid Telsphcne t^iiCiber 


SJFPOFT Fi^iCTICfi A5Ji;'riSir>RfW.S 

1 ST. & CO. Code i 

i 

1, Far^i tJurber 


HI? TQ r>APTICTr'STE, i; sritered ir.tG bstweevi th? Credit" Cradlt CorpQ?3tic-n <CrC'‘ inl the ui^erstiir^d irc-iucsra cr- 

he fjTni identified abo'-'e for the i'-P- idefitifUd in csbisea 4. ^^nich ere desi^^ts*: by the operator ot the fars by 

riterin? ’YE"' in coluisn S and initialing in colaan 6.' The -^eeseflts in the Intenliin to Psrticipal? are contained in the 
CC-^T? Apoendi:-'. entitled, tepencu ta Forii CCC--77. Mertlon ts Perticipets in the iPPA Frl-:= .-ipport er-d Prcd^iction Adjiistaent 
roorasis. Bv signing thi? AgrefflDsnt-. the undsrsigred pradircers sSi the fara identified eboy® inteivl to participate in the 1P74 
rice Support and rrodiicticn Adjustiaent Proiiraa fq-r ^.he crq><«i tdentifi^ in CDlwan 4. ;4iich are deei'jnate-d by the operat-.r 
f the farsi by entering 'YES' in colmsin ^ and initialing in colian By signlTig 'his AiFes-sent, producer? '1^ 5Ckr.o«I&1qe 
eceipt of ^he CCC-477 Appendix, end agree to abide fey the teras cor-tained t.herein, arid '7' jijree ic coiply with the re-guiatione 
ov5rni;ig the applicable pro’3raffi and pa'-iient eligihilit-y and liaiisttor, proyisione, 

his pro-jram or activity aili be cond'icted on a noryiiscriainatGry bests »ithG«it re-jard t; race, color, '"ligion. netiona’ origin, 
s?s, isarit-al status, or handicap. 


CPCP 

PARTICIPATI)4I 

IN 

AP? 

PARTICIPATING 

OFEF-ATOPS 

INITIAt: 

ACRIAGE 



PEF-HITTE? 

ACBtACE 

HAVIHUM 
PAvyen- 
ACREAGE ■ 

ACPE^' FOR PAY®!! 

'T 

P£^ 

Ti,ANie j PAY m/n 

CiCPM 



i53.0 

141 

.0 

fSS.? 

130. i 

130.1 1 .? 

i 

OATS 

iOU 


.0 

85 




i 

j 


The acrea^ bas? for any crop that is net listed is zero. 


PFRATOR Nafte and Address ID i^O. 42 

MIPR H E IRRV FAHILY TRUST 

PQ BOV 526 
mm. lA 519350526 

CROP 

• C0F:N 

j 

1 



Owher Fargi^..'. 

ACV. PAYMT 

Y DEF 

i <I£i 




X SHAPE 

ALL i 

1 1 : 



iSMtars: liciAjLiSf .5\rtA 

fflMIflinHIiHHBHi 

IPat^: 3-U'W 


3^^ fOA 


4,. CCC Rspreaentativs's Signature 
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CosiRiDdity Cr^fjit Gcrj>-Dr3ttori 


INTefflOfl TO PARTICIPATE IN THE 19^4 PRICE 
TiFPcpT m fRCDtcTiCif^ 


\ 1. Coantv Offk= Address, snd Talsohcne NuRber 
1 G^?W2 C(53^ APCT OFEICF ''712)'*!?' 

i p 4*^' ■ ■ ' " 

I ■'■■ lA 


HI? INTENTION TO i^APTICIPATE, is entered into bsi!« 57 i th? CGwfiditv Crsdit CorparaticR (CTC; snd the OTiier;i:;r. 5 d sreduesrs oi 
he identified sbove for the -ropis) identified in cclasn 4. ahich sn desi^-ate-i by ths DPerator of fhs farm bv 
nterin? ’YET' in coliam Z and initislino in colii.w 6 . The isrs^fjts in the Ir-tenticn to Participst? are contciiiec in the 
CC--77 Appon<dix, entitled. Appendiy to Forffi CCC-a,;. Intention to Particlpst-s in kie 1994 Frio? :--rpsort aro Production Adius' 
ro-iraas* By siting this Agreesent, the undsrsijne-i producers cm the far* identified abo*-’? intend to participate in the 199 
rice Support and Froduction Adiustment Pr'OitraiTi tor 'he identifisd in coliian 4, ahich are dsei. 5 r.ated by the operator 

f the far* by in coluirm 5 as^ iniliaiirsrq in column hj si^ir^ this A-sreMient. producers acknc^iled-qe 

eceipt of the DX-A,-.- Appendix, and agree to abide by the terse contairi^ therein, arid '7' i-gree to cosply ^ith the rstgulsti, 
.overni^ig the apr 1 be as and pV-insrst eligibility snii lieitstior. prcwislona, 

his pro-Vaift or bs .oondicted or. a Wndiscrisinatijr/ basis sithKajt re^rd tc race, color, religian. rsafiona’ ori 

ge, s?«, isarii andicap. 


PARTICIPATIIAI 
CROP IN 

PAFTICPATIHG 
npEFATOPS ACF£AGE 

initial: bate 

\ 

1 

>&rr i A!^ 

PEF-HITTED 

AC^AIX 

hAYIHLW ! AO^-E^' FOR PAYfCN'T 

PAYoEHT ! 

ACF-EAGE - 1 1 PAY 85/92 


i53.n 

f 

541 i .3 

1 

153.3 

j 1. 

133.5 !33.1 j .fl 

1 

OATS i 

i 

1 .5 

35 


1 

. i 


The acreage base for any cre^ that 'is net listed is isro. 

FfRATOR Naaie and Address ID HO. 42 62^82^9 CPGP ! • 

POPR H E IRPV FAHUY TFrJST 

PO BOV ?26 AT>V. PA'fnr 

tiAROIT, lA 510350524 


’ignatu re: 
eAFl'T: ’ 

i 


CROP 

• CCF-H 



! ! 

m. Pfi'fm 

Y DEF 

<CSi 




'[% svm 

Aa 






4. CCC Representativ 
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8 / 21/01 

TRANSCRIPT OF AUDIO TAPE PROVIDED UPON REQUEST FROM THE IOWA 
STATE FSA OFFICE. IDENTIFIED AS: COPY OF TAPE LABELED "EXERPTS 
FROM CONVERSATION BETWEEN TOM DORR ANDj^ ^6/14/95” 

The parties are identified as Person 1 (assumed to be|^ Person 2 (assumed 

to be Tom Dorr). 


The fisUowing are excerpts from a telephone conversation that was recorded on June 14, 
1995, occurring between Tom Dorr and^ 

PERSON 1 : I, I guess I’d like to know as a beneficiary what. . . you know, I know, I 
understand your desire to keep this all out fr. . . , in the government’s eyes, um, but I still 
think there should be some sort of explanation as to how these, you know exactly how 
this percentage, allocation is broken out, how its, how its applied each year. 

PERSON 2: 50/50. I charge the Tmst their half ofthe inputs, not the machine work. 

And I charge the, I charge the, I take that back, the only machine charge, the machine 
charge that I have charged always is S12.50 an acre for combining. That was an 
arrangement that was entered into when dad and Harold were still alive because of the 
high cost of combines. 

PERSON 1: Yeah,.. 

PERSON 2 : Beside from that, uh, I take that back, and they also, and we have always 
charged the landlords a nickel a bushel to haul the grain into the elevator. 

PERSON 1: UmHmm... 

PERSON 2: Beside those two machine charges everything is done on a 50/50 normal 
crop share basis, it always has. And, and, and frequently, quite frankly, I’ve, I’ve kicked 
stuff in, or, you know, if there is a split that isn’t quite equi I always try to err on the side 
of the, on the side of die Trust. So, that’s, that’s the way its been, that’s the way it always 
has been and that’s the way these numbers will all resolve themselves if somebody wants 
to sit down and go through them that way. ^ 

PERSON I ; It, this was all done that way in an effort to . , . 

PERSON 2; ... avoid the 550,000 payment limitation to Pine Grove Farms. 

PERSON 1 ; And. . , to, it is to your benefit to your other crop acres. . . 

PERSON 2: ...that’s right... 


C.3' Lcy)C(i) 



202 


PERSON 1 ; ... that, that um, this arrangeanent is set up in, in such a fashion? 

PERSON 2: That’s correct. 

PERSON 1 : Uh, do we, as a Trust, um, have any risk if the government ever audits such 
an arrangement? Or, was it done your saying back when it was legal? is it still legal? 

PERSON 2: I have no idea if its legal. No one has ever called me on it. I’ve done it this 
way. I’ve clearly kept track of ail paper work this way. And, uh. . . 

PERSON 1 : I, I understand how it works, now.. . 

PERSON 2: I have no idea. I suspect if they would audit, and, and somebody would 
decide to come in and take a look at this thing, they could, they could probably if they 
really wanted to, raise hell with us. Yep, you’re absolutely right. Uh, and I’m trying to 
find out where I’ve overcharged at. 

PERSON 1: Well, I, I don’t know what the extension service includes in their, in their, 
um, uh, estimated figure on, on machinery expense. 

PERSON 2: That, that, that figure, I mean if you look at that figure, and I believe, and 
I’d have to go back and find it, but I know that I discussed this with the trustees and I’m 
fairly certain that its in one of your annual reports. Uh, that custom fee actually is not a 
custom fee. That’s crop rental income to me. That’s my share of the income. I mean if 
you just sat down and, and, and. . . (5 second pause with music in background) excuse 
me... 

PERSON 1; That’s ok. 

PERSON 2: Uh. what actually happened there was way back in, uh, perhaps even 89, but 
no, no that wasTri 90' because that doesn't show up until then. Ei±er90 or 91,- uh, Tre- 
filed the way the farm, the Trust land both for the[J jTrust and the, the uh, 

Harold Dorr Trust are operated with the ASCS to, quite frankly, avoid miniinura payment 
limitations. OK? 

PERSON 1; Right 

PERSON 2: And I basically told the ASCS and reregistered those two operations such 
that they are, uh. singularly farm operations on thdr own, OK? 

PERSON 1 ; OK 

PERSON 2: And I custom farm it. Alright, so how are you going to custom farm it? 

The reason I did it was, was to eliminate any potential, uh, when I could still do it at that 
poin^ of of the government not liking the way I was doing it. I knew what was coming. 

I anticipated it the same as I did with proven com yields way back in the 70’s when I 
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began to prove our yields and got basis and the proven yields up. I transferred these out 
when it was stiU legd and legitimate to do so and basically they stand alone. Now, 
obviously I’m not going to go out here and operate all this ground and provide all this 
management expertise singularly, uh, for the purpose of, of, of doing it on a $60 an acre 
custom fee basis. Subsequently, what’s happened is, the farm, I mean the, the family 
Trust pays all of its expenses and then we reimburse it and it sells all the income, and it. 
sells all the crop, and it reimburses us with the 50/50 split basts. 

PERSON 1 : I, I, I remember vaguely something being discussed about that. I’ll have to 
go back to the file... 

PERSON 2; ... that’s exactly what's going on (unintelligible) . . . those custom fees the 
way they are... 

PERSON 1 : ... and then to determine, um, that, that was. again if that was in writing to 
us beneficiaries, I guess I missed that and I’ll, I’ll look for that again. Um... 

PERSON 2; Even if it wasn’t I know that that was clearly discussed with the trustees. 
The beneficiaries really had nothing to do with it. 

PERSON 1: OK, well, well, I appreciate your correcting me on the interest and, uh, 
allocating those incomes to those different years. That does make a difference with that 
income. I think the custom fees, uh, when I took a look at that one, and I, you know, I 
just started looking at this in the last 6 weeks. When I took a look at that last figure, uh, 
and looking back in the file, it may not hurt for you to remind everybody, um, maybe . 
even in the annual report. . . . 

PERSON 2: I don’t, I don't, really waiit'to tell everybody, not because I’m trying to hide 
the custom work fees from anybody, but because I don’t want to make any bigger deal 
out of it than I have to, relative to everjfiody knowing about it, including the government. 


END OF RECORDING. 
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IOWA State University 

o!- scinNCE AND rEc:iiN0i.0CY 


July 29, 2002 


Neil E, Hari 

Charles T, Curtiss Professor 

Department of Economies 

478 Heady IlaU 

Ames, lova, 50011-1070 

535 29i5S54 

FAX 515 294^700 

E-MAIL -h3rl®iaswtc.cdu 


The Hon. Tom Harkin 
Chairman 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Harkin: 

At the request of the Committee staff, 1 have reviewed the March 6, 2002, transcript of 
proceeding.s at a hearing of the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry; a 
transcript of audio tape dated 8/21/01 ; a series of questions by senators with responses by Tom 
Dorr, letter from Secretary Ann M. Veneman to Sen. Tom Harkin, dated June 27, 2002; a 
memorandum dated June 25, 2002, from Steve Phillips, Iowa State FSA Office to James Little. 
Administrator FSA with enclosure; a letter from Thomas C. Dorr to the Cherokee County FSA 
Office dated June 25, 2002; a letter from Michael W. Houston, County Executive Director, to 
Harold E. Dorr Irrevocable Living Trust dated June 5, 2002; memorandum from Donald J. Doit 
to Michael W. Houston, dated June 25, 2002; letter from Sen. Mark Dayton to Sen. Tom Harkin, 
dated June 1 8, 2002; letter from Sen. Tom Harkin to Secretary Ann M. Veneman dated June 6, 
2002; letter from Secretary Ann Veneman to Sen, Tom Harkin, dated May 28, 2002: 
memorandum from Joyce N. Fleischman, Acting Inspector General, to Thomas Dorr, dated May 
28, 2002; letter from Sen. Tom Harkin to Secretary Ann M. Veneman, dated May 17, 2002; 
letter from Sen. Mark Dayton to Sen. Tom Harkin, dated March 21, 2002; letter from Secretary 
Ann M. Veneman, to Sen. Toro Harkin, dated April 12, 2002; and letter from Sen. Mark Dayton 
to Sen. Tom Harkin, dated March 21, 2002. 

My observations and conclusions are as follows — 

1. The law is clear that federal commodity program payments are ordinarily divided between 
landowner and tenant under a share lease, usually on the same basi.s that the crop is divided 
between the parties. It is also clear that, in the event of a custom farming arrangement, the 
federal commodity program payments arc all paid to the landowner and none of the payments 
goes to the custom operator. See 7 C.F.R. § 1497.7. 

2. It is also clear that irrevocable trusts qualify as a separate “person” for payment limitation 
purposes. 7 C.F.R. § 1497.10(b). 

3. For the Harold Dorr Irrevocable Family Trast — 
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My 29, 2002 
Page 2 


a. FSA has indicated that, from 1991 through 1993, for the Harold Dorr Irrevocable Family 
Trust, all crops and payments were made to the trust with the trust listed as 
“owner/operator.” 

b. For 1990, Pine Grove Farms, Inc. is li.sted as the operator but all crops and payments 
were made to the trust 

c. For 1988 and 1989, Pine Grove Farms, Inc., is listed as the operator. FSA indicates that 
“contract and payment documents no longer available” but all crops went to the trust. 

Thus, for the enliie period. Pine Grove Farms, Inc. in the listing as “operator” was 
represented as performing services on a custom fanning basis. The question is whether that 
reported arrangement is a correct representation by the parties. In the audio tape, dated 8/21/01 , 
the arrangement is described as a “50/50 normal crop share ba.sis.” The tape recites that, except 
for $12.50 per acre for combine costs, the tru.st pays half of the inputs and receives half of the 
crop. In the Transcript of Pixiceedings, at page 159, lines 22-25, Mr. Dorr states that the trust 
“paid for the charges for my management services, my marketing services. They paid Dorr’s 
Pine Grove Farm for the machinery services and that was the charge that they paid.” In the 
Transcript of Proceedings, lines 11-13, Mr. Dorr admitted that the “charges were higher than the 
normal customary farming fee....” 

On the basis of evidenced adduced to date, it appears that the report to the local FSA 
Office was at odds with how the parties actually shared the income and payments under the 
arrangement. The obvious conclusion is that the parties misrepresented the arrangement for the 
local FSA office. 

The reason for a misrepresentation appears to be the belief that Pine Grove Farms, Inc., 
had it been the tenant under a 50/50 share lease arrangement, would have exceeded the payment 
limitation for that corporation as a separate person. 

4. For the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust — 

a. PSA has indicated that, from 1 988 to 1 993, the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust 
is listed as owner operator with the trust receiving crops and payments. 

b. FSA does not reveal in its report who actually planted, tended and harvested the crops but 
the Transcript of Proceedings, page 156, lines 13-22, reveals that the trust was set up to 
receive 1 00 percent of the payments with Pine Grove Farm, Inc. providing “custom 
farming services for the family trust.” 

c. Again, the question i.s whether the arrangement reported to FSA is a correct 
representation. 
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5. It is noted that there were five other entities involved in the overall operation — Belva Dorr 
Trust, Don, htc., Tom Don and spouse, Melvin and Margaret Don and the Harold Don 
Trust See Transcript of Proceedings, page 152, lines 13-24. I have not reviewed the details 
of the arrangements with the other entities. 

6. Neither the Transcript of Proceedings nor the other evidence adduced provides credible 
evidence of the federal commodity program payments received by Pine Grove Farms, Inc. 
(or would have been received had the 50/50 share arrangement which apparently existed in 
fact been reported to FSA). This would be an appropriate area of inquiry. 

7. Without the legal authority of discovery to compel production of documents, the allegations 
that records are not available (memorandum from Donald J. Dorr to Michael W. Houston 
dated June 25, 2002) or that “we arc unable to comply” with the FSA request for records 
from 1988 to 1993 (letter from Thomas C. Dorr to Cherokee County FSA office dated June 
25, 2002) cannot be subjected to appropriate review. 

8. In my view, sufficient information has been adduced to justify placing the burden on the 
parties involved to produce the needed documents to show that payments from 1988 on wore 
properly shared between and among the parties and to require evidence of commodify 
program payments received by Pine Grove Farms, Inc. 



Charles F. Curtiss Disiiogutthed Pmfessor in Agricalnire 
Ptof^or of 
Member, bwa Bur 
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Farm payment scenario 



Target 

Loan 

Max. def. 

Act. Def. 


price 

rate 

payment 

payment 

1989 

$2.84 

$2.06 

$66,905 

$49,750 

1990 

$2.75 

$1.96 

$48,795 

$31,500 

1991 

$2.75 

$1.89 

$58,731 

$28,000 

1992 

$2.75 

$2.01 

$49,671 

$49,000 

1993 

$2.75 

$1.99 

$43,428 

$16,000 

1994 

$2.75 

$1.99 

$43,333 

$32,500 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF IOWA 
CENTRAL DIVISION 


■S 


Q 

£ 

9 

x; 
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» 


s 

CL 


ss 


IOWA CITIZENS FOR COMMUNTTY 
IMPROVEMENT, 

Plaintiff; 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTiniE, 


submitted thij 
request, The 
and the letter! 


Defendant. 


) 

) 

) CIVIL NO. 442.CV-10n4 

) 

) ORDER 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


hi compliance with this Court's Order of August 13, 2002, defendant has 
uniedacted audio tape and letter which are being sou^ by plaintiff' in their FOIA 
Court has now conducted an in camera inspection and Ends that both the audio tape 
should be produced to plaintiff'. The letter should be produced in an unredacted 
form. The O lurt approves the redaction of the brief reference in the audio tape that reim to 
Don's intra>£ imilial relationships. 

IT IS SO ORDERED, 

Dated this 6"' day of September, 2002. 
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THE SECRETARY OP AGRICULTURE 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 
aosBo^iOO 


April 12.2002 


The Honorable Tom Haikin 
Chairman 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry 
73 1 Senate Hart Building 
Washington, D.C, 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman; 

Last month your Committee held a confirmation hearing on the nomination of Tom Dorr 
for Under Secretary for Rural Development and Nancy Bryson for General Counsel at the 
Department of Agriculture. We very much appreciate the prompt action you took to 
confirm Nancy Bryson as General Counsel. However, we are disappointed that a vote 
was not taken on the confirmation of Mr. Dorr. 

Tom Dorr withstood the rigors of the Agriculture Committee hearing with grace and 
poise. He responded to the Committee questionnaire, met individually with Committee 
members, responded to all questions posed during his five-hour hearing and fully 
responded to written questions submitted after the hearing. 

We appreciated your cooperation in allowing witnesses from Iowa, who have known 
Tom the longest and worked with him in a variety of projects, testify on his behalf. 

These wimesses eloquently described the man that President Bush and I want on our team 
atUSDA. 

President Bush nominated Mr. Dorr nearly one year ago. As with all of USDA’s mission 
areas, a key responsibility of the Rural Development Under Secretary is to guide 
development and implementation of the President’s policies and programs that are vital to 
rural citizens, communities and economies throughout America. The Under Secretary 
for Rural Development is the lynchpin in enhancing federal-state-local partnerships to 
develop new initiatives, such as those invoiving bio-energy and telecommunications, and 
in making the long-term commitments necessary to ensure sustained success of these new 
ventures. 
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Senator Tom Harkin 


April 12, 2002 


I know how strongly you and other Committee members arc committed to strengthening 
America’s luial development programs. It is important that diis position be filled so 
strong leadership can be provided for initiatives diat would spur growth and development 
in rural communities throughout the nation. Tom Dorr should be given the opportunity to 
provide that stewardship and I urge the Committee to act on his nomination. 

We appredalB the coopwative relationship we have with the Committee and look forward 
to continuing to work with you on issues of importance to our nation’s agricultural 
producers, consumers and rural residents. 


Sincerely. 



Ann M. Veneman 
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USDA 



UNITED STATES DEPARTWENTOF AGRICULTURE 
OFFICE OF IfISFSCTOfi GENERAL 
WMhiJglOB DJC 202S0 



• May 28. 3002 

INFOEMATIONAJL MEMORATTOTJM FOR THE SECRETARY 

StffiJECT: Hiomas boiT, Marcus, Iowa 

This memorandum will Mghli^t the Office of Inspector Oeneral’s inquiries cdnccming Thomas 
C. Dorr, find his participation in Farm Service Agency (FSA) programs. 

Based on a conSdeutial Hotline eoinpUim, which alleged that Mr. Dorradir iRed on an audiotape 
that he had received FSA program fimds for which he was not eligible, OIG conducted a 
preliminary inquiry to determine if there was predicate to open a criminal in .'estigation of the 
matter. Our inquiry included an analysis ofKA farm files at the Iowa Statt FSA office related 
to Dorr and all Icnown Dorr-related, entities for the years 1993-2001, and an analysis of any 
available Year-End Review records covering 1993, 1994 and 1995. The res alls of OIOs initial 
inquiry were given to FSA vrith a request that FSA conduct further analysis of Mr. Dorr’s 
participation in FSA programs. The FSA review was initiated in Septembei 2001 , and ultimately 
included Y ear-End Reviews for 1 994, 1995 and 2000, FSA completed its r sview in December 
2001, Based upon ihe information developed in this matter, the United Stales Attorney’s Office 
for the Northern Disiriet of Iowa, Sioux City office declined to prosecute. 

• OIG did not invasU’gate Mr, Dorr’s program participation for the years 198! -1992 primarily 
because there were no allegations or specific references made to Uieae yean in the original 
■ Hotline Complaint, nor Was any.infonnaiion developed during the course o ' the preliminary 
inquiry to cause us to expand our review. We feel we have investigated th< matters referred to 
OIQ concerning Mr. Dorr fully and consider this case to be closed. To dati there is no new 
evidence to warrant reexamination nor the need to open a new iiivestigatioi^ 
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Those persons interviewed included the County Executive Director, the County Offibe Committee, 
the Iowa State Program Specialist for Production Adjustment, the FS A District Dire ;tor, and other 
members of the End-of-Y ear Review (EOYR) team who had participated in a reviev - of (he DORR 
farming operation. 

SYHOPSIS 

The results of the prelnniaaiy review found, in part, that THOMAS DORR, as Tmsi ee and Power 
of Attorney to the Melvin G. Dorr irevofcable Family Trust (MGDIFT), had certifi id to FSA that 
MGDIFX had a 100 percent crop share interest in one of Ore farms. THOMAS DOI R. further 
certified tirat MGDIFT rented 100 percent of the equipment torn (THOMAS) DOR R’S PINE 
GROVE FARMS CO. (PGF), a corporation formed hy THOMAS DORR, and that VIGDIFT hired 
1 00 percent of their labor fiom PGF. These eertiScations were originally made m 1 389 on FSA 
forms CCC-477, Contract to Participate, and on CCC-502, Farm Operating Plarr. F nr each year 
thereafter through 1 995, THOMAS DORR certified that all items were exactly Ihe i ame widj no 
changes made. 

In 1996, as a result of the audiotape provided byP 1, FSA conducted an! 30YR of 

MGDIFT. 

MGDIFT income expense records provided to FSA by THOMAS DORR in tespon se to the 
1994/1995 EOYR showed that PGF received approximately 50 percent of the gross MGDIFT farm 
income to i 993 through 1995, indicadve of a crop share arrangement contrary to c srtifieations 
THOMAS DORR made to FSA, PGF received payments from MGDffT in the foi m of custom 
farming wages and farm management fees. The custom farming fees were significt intly higher than 
the state average. Specifically, in 1 994 PGF received approximately SlOO/acre in c ustom farming 
fees, and ^roximately S239/acre in 1 995, while, according toj^ 

JSic County, Iowa, the state average is S60 to $80 per acre, 

The 1 994/1 995 EOYR found that MGDIFT had committed a "shares violation.” T he EOYR team 
recommended that the FSA documents be changed to reflect the accurate farming ! rr a age m ent 
between THOMAS DORR and MGDIFT. The EOYR also determined that $16,6! iS was due back 
from the MGDIFT for committing the shares violation. 

MGDIFr repaid FSA the requested amount. In a letter to FSA, the MGDIFT Trus lee slated that the 
.trustees do not agree widr the determinatioa. . . .and specifically deny liability. and felt that it 
was ". . .not economically in their best interest. . to appeal the determination. TH DMAS DORR, 
in a subsequent letter to FSA, affirmed, ". . .the Trustees do not agree with the BO'S !R committee’s 
finding....” Subsequently, the FSA Form CCC-478,Pioducfioa Flexibility Contoct forMODIFT’s 
1996 tom year, was changed to reflect a 50/50 crop share agreement betweenPGlt and MGDIFT. 

Of additional significant concern to the OIG team was the tot that (1) there was n u final EOYR 
report, exhibit and/or determination of any kind in the FSA county or state files tb it were provided 
to the team; (2) there was no evidence that an EOYR was ever conducted to PGF , although a 
notification letter was sent fiom the County Office Committee to PGF indicating ipat one would be 
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perfonned; and (3) although the Harold E. Doit Irrevocable Trust (HEDIT) was setup the exact 
same way as the MQDIPT, an EOYR was never performed for HEDn. 

As a result of the review conducted by OIG, FS A agreed to conduct their own inqu ry into this 
situation, which was performed during the week of September 10, 2001, 

_^udil5, IhvMtigalions, State and County Review Branch, FSA, 

" stated that their preliminary fintfcgs showed that; (1) in general, the Cherokee Cot mty Office files 
and record keeping system, including &e THOMAS DORR related files, were slop py, vague, and 
required follow-up that had not been perfonned; (2) the County Office Committee was not as 
involved in decision maldng as it should have been; (3) an EOYR needed to be per formed for 
current DORR-related fanning opeiafions; (4) there was no evidence that a 199^1! >95 EOYR was 
ever conducted for PGF, even though the CounQr Office Committee had initiated o le, and that an 
EOYR should be conducted; (5) there was no final checklist or exhibits pertaining n.fiie 1994/1995 
EOYR conducted on the MGDUT ; and (6) that information to which THOMAS C ORR certified 
on the FSA forms was not how the MGDin speared to have been operated for 1194/1995. 

On September 14, 2Q01, OIG Special Agents mtetviewedQ ]who state i that THOMAS 

D0RR|2 J^wn review of MGDIFT do :uments^ 3 

found that in 1993/1994 THOMAS DORR received custom farming fees that appt aied to be weH 
above the Iowa state average. Based on this flnding,^! Jattempted to obtain an exp lanatien fixaa Q ■ □ 
£1 ^[subsequently taped two telephone calls finm[£ T THOMAS DORR during 

which this topic was discussed (Exhibit 1)££ Janifi thal^ C. J 

set up the trusts in this manner in order to avoid foe payment limitations. THOM6 S DORR told 
"3*^ it® going to be doing all of this woA for a mere $60/acre custom : ee and that the 

custom fee was actually bia share of the incomel THOMAS DORR 'toltf^ 4“®, arrangement 

had been discussed with the trustees. 
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DORR’S PINE C3i.0VE FARM (PGF) was not asked to pay back any monies beckuse they had not 
earned the payments in question. All of the questionable payments had been made to the MODIFT. 


would have been 


The only way FS A could have demanded a refend ofUSDA payments from PGF ' 
if FSA had detennined a "scheme and device” violation vs. the “shares violation.'’ 

^Jsaid that the BOYR team did not determine a scheme and device because it felt that the 
taped telephone convetsation would not be able to be used. Additionally, the County OfSce , 
reasoned that[^ Jwas not a credible witness; that THOMAS DORR coUd have le^y 

earned the money without “busting” the payment limitation; that THOMAS DORlR paid back the 
monies as requested without dispute; and that there was always the possibility thaf THOMAS 
DORR could have come xsg with a “plausible explanation.” 


1 "laid that iiT pinion at the time, the tape was not eredible.f 

, , , , 1 T-r. , 


credible, payment lirmtanons had not been evaded, and FSA was able to collect the money. It was a 


good place to hold the line, and THOMAS DORR’s farmin g operation has been d 


^thg, 
happened to the- 


£] ^aid that since the OIG inquiryf Jgrees that it appeared intentional 

infotmanon on the fam operadug plan didhot reflect the actual farming operadot, 
the EOYR probably should have looked at the other irust£^ Joes not know what 
EOYR that was supposed to be conducted on PGF. 

_JFSA^ ^said tha^l Jad been a£ 

Jthe team that conductedthe EOYR on the MODIFT, a fanning opeiption of which 
DORR was a trustee and power of attorney. 

C - • an EOYR was usually inidated when a FSA County Office foilmd or suspected 

that a farming operation was not filming as it eettiSed to on, the farm-operating p laa (CCC-502), 
hi that case, the FSA County Office was required to send a letter to the producer vhich notified fee 
producer that they have been selected for an EOYR. The letter asks that fee prod ucer provide farm 
related documents such as seed receipts, chemical receipts, and settlement sheets etc. 

C ^td how 1 nany people would 

be on each team. The EOYR team would meet wife fee producer, complete an e igibility checklist, 
and then make a recommendation to fee County Office Committee. The EOYR leam’s 
reconunendations were very well spelled out through fee checklist and exhibits t lat they completed, 
all of which were turned over to the County Office Committee. 

C ^aid that£ Jfiist heard there was a problem wife fee MODIFT whei{^ 

.ICherokee County FSA said tha 3 

had been calling fee county office upset about payments PGF was receiving fron , MGDIFT. 


Jwi 


'as not 


pnducted properly 
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. . '^wa State FS/,told(_ 

Jhat FSA was obligated to follow-up. An ZOYR. of MGDIFT was initi! ted. 

13 ^siid that after reviewing the documents it became evident that FSA paym ats were not 

going to members of the trust, and the “crop sales were not adding up." It also bec^e evident that 
PGF was controlling the MGDIFT beyond custom farming. 

The EOYR team was inidally tasked with looking only at MGDIFT, but it became ^parent that 
MGDIFT and PGJLwere interrelated. PGF was a famiing operation conducted lOtWereent by 
THOMAS D0RB{_ jfcould not recall whether or not the EOVS. looked at PGF. pe EOYR team 
had no reason to believe that PGF was being operated any differently diaa as refteeted on the farm 
operating plan, so there would have been no trigger to cause them to review the ent|ty. It was 
MGDIFT that was not operating as reflected on FSA documents. 

3 JirectedC ^oodbury County FSA Office, to 

complete the exhibits for the EOYR for MGDIFT. The exhibits included an eigibi aty checklist 
that each member of the EOYR team was required to initial. The EOYR team oonqluded MGDIFT 
had a share violation. The County Office Conamittee concurred with the EOYR tei 
recommendation and concluded MGDIFT had a share violation. 


3. . Jjbherokee County FSA Offi 

assigned to die Cherokee County FSA Ofee forf^ . aware that ihera 

conducted on the MGDIFT for 1994/199^ ^'ad been directed byQ 
send notification letters of a pending EOYR to MGDIFT and to provide the Count 
the EYOR team. 

[ 


Jmderatood that the EYOR team recommended a share violation be determined ' tased on the fact 
that MGDIFT had certified, throu^ THOMAS DORR, that MGDIFT was 100 pen lent 
owner/operator with custom ferming provided by THOMAS DORR, ib.a. PGF. 1 he documents 
provided by the trust during the EOYR showed THOMAS liORR/PGF received 5C percent of 
everything paid to the trast, contrary to these certifications. The EOYR team recon mended that the 
County Office Committee collect back approximately $16,000 from the MGDIFT. Ihe County 
Office Committee notified THOMAS DORR of the decision and informed him of I is appeal tights. 

3 4 1***®*' MGDIFT which stated that they did not agree with tl ,e EOYR 

determination, but because of the cost and time associated with litigating the issue, ‘ hey would go 
ahead and pay back the requested amount. 


{3 that the Coun^Office did not have any documentation from the 

supporting their recommendarionT _pd not remember receiving any documentatip 
County Office Committee repeateHly asked the EOYR team to meet with them and 
findmpf Jras told the EOYR team had no time to do soQ ^^ou^t it was um 
I 3^ould not even meet with the County Office Committee to discuss the 


pe, has been 
was an EOYR 
to 

tjj Office files to 


jEDYRteam 
ii£^' Jandthe 
[explain their 
lusukthat 
EQYR findings. 
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^onoa County FSA, Denison, Iowa;[]^ Jda 

County FSA, Ida Grove, Iowa; £] ^oodbui y County FSA, 

Sergeant Bluff, lowa^ _Jac County FSA, Storm Lake, I< iwa, and^ 

, 13^ A* members of the team that conducted ti se EOYR on die 

MGDIFT. They stated that following the review of the records and files provided i luring die EOYP. 
for the MGDIFT, they concluded that what was reflected on the farm operating pla i (CCC-502) 
was not how the farm was actually operating. 

The records showed that MGDIFT received government payments, and on the vetj ' same day that 
MGDIFT received it’s payment, it would cut a check for approximately half of the government 
payment payable to PGF Ss a custom fanning expense. The records indicated a 50 '30 crop share 
relationship that was in direct contradiction to what was certified on the FSA form i (100 percent 
MGDIFT). They- recommended a shares violation because the landowner (MGDU T) showed 1 00 
percent interest in the crop, but in reality, were not at 1 00 percent risk. 

The team members did not hear the taped telephone conversation between THOM. “iS DORR and 
H ~j&ntil after the EOYR had been concluded. After hearing the comments 

THOMAS DORR made on the tape, they felt that their determination was correct 

j994/1994County^ 

Office Committee members, stated that they concurred with the EOYR team's fine ing of a share 
violation. They understood that the determination was based on the fact that THOi idAS DORR had 
said he was only custom fanning for MGDIFT, when in fact; THOMAS DORR ac cually had an 
undisclosed share in the crop. THOMAS DORR was given an opportunity to mee , with the County 
Office Committee and provided no explanation, but said that he was wiUing to pay back the money 
and not fight or appeal the determination. Since THOMAS DORR so readily agrei ri to pay back 
the money, the County Office Committee signed off on the EOYR findings and co; jsidered the 
matter closed. If there was any documentation from the EOYR, they did not know where it would 
be. 

THOMAS DORR stated (Exhibit 2) that in 1974/1975, THOMAS DORR and[_ ^ 

C formed a partnership, DORR’S PINE GROVE FARMS CC I. (PGF). In 

1985/1986, the partnership dissolved and THOMAS DORR incorporated PGF ar his own 
company, having 1 00 percent ownership. 

MELVIN DORR, originally formed the MELVIN G. DORR IRREVOCABLE Fj iMILY TRUST 
(MGDIFT) in approximately 1976 for estate planning purposes. It owned 160 at res and 
consisted of THOMAS DORR and 9 siblings, including a stepsister. After his st ipsister's death 
in 1983, her portion went back into the trust. 

There are now three MGDIFTs: (1) the otigiiial MGDIFT trust, (2) MGDIFT^]. 3 

IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST, and (3) MCDUT/r tlRR EVOC ABLE 

FAMILY TRUST. 
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In 1 997, JJiHOMAS DORS, asked that share of the trust be 
separated out[2_ 

JJdid not like how MGDUT was sperated and 

was coneemed about how the MGDIFT equities were invested. Ultimately, a^ J 

requesi[^ jshare of MGDIFT was set off into a separate trust. 

HAROLD DORR, THOMAS DORR’s uncle, origjnaUy estabHshed the HAROL D E. DORR 
IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST (HEDiri) as an estate-planning tool consisi ing of his 
children and gtandchildrrai, THOMAS DORR does not own any interest in this torporation but 
does have signature authority. 

DORR’S PINE GROVE FARMS CQ. (PGF) has traditionally not owned any & tnland, but was 
established as a custom-firming entity to employ labor, own machinery, and /or :o lease 
fetmland. PGF has provided custom-firming to a multitude of people to include the HAROLD E. 
DORR IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST (HEDIFT),C. JiRPEVOCABLE 

FAMILY TRUST OMGDIFT) and DIAMOND D, a corporation held byf;;__ 

Jin Cherokee County, Iowa. PGF also provides custom-farming services to several 
neighbors. 

The relationship between THOMAS DORR, d.b.a. PGF, and the MGDIFT begai i in the mid to 
late 1970's with a crop share rent agreement with PGF as the lessee. This agreei lent was in 
place until approximately 1987/1988 when the MGDIFT trustees, to include TH DMAS DORR, 
'and beneficiaries agreed that PGF would provide the custom-farming services fo : MGDIFT. The 
custom-firming agreement between PGF and MGDIFT remained in place until 1 995 when 
C ^expressed dissatisfaction with the arrangement rasuifihg in' an Enc-of-Year 

Review being conducted by the Farms Service Agency (FSA). 

The same relationship agreements were in place between PGF and the HEDIFT. 

The eustom-fatming agreement between MGDIFT and PGF was established at tl ;e will of the 
trustees. The relationship was designed to allow MGDIFT to have flexibility in he way it 
operated. There was no custom-firming fee agreed upon. MGDIFT paid all inp its and received 
approximately 50 percent of the gross income, PGF received the other 50 percet .t of the gross 
income in custom-farming fees. THOMAS DORR believes his custom-farming fees were 
competitive, if not maybe a little higL However, the relationship between him a id the trustees 
made diem willing to pay this amount He had the same payment arrangements ■ vith the HDIFT. 

He understood that the[[_ JeREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST (MGDIFT) had 

been selected for an End-of-Year Review (EOYR) for the 1994/1995 crop years jecause of 
L Jlettm to the FSA and his insistence that the MGDIFT be review ed. THOMAS 

DORR initially had a couple of phone conversations withP JJ but Iat< r THOMAS 

DORR decided not to talk toJJ Jany fiiither. THOMAS DORR unde stood that 
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originally the County Office Committee decided there was no issue to review, I Utimately, 
however^^ 7I complaints “went up the FS A ehaia” and resulted in a n EOYK. 

THOMAS DORR was notified to meet with the EOYR committee and to provic ie them with 
doeuments. He does not remember what transpired during the meeting. He pro rided the 
documents for the MQDIFT. THOMAS DORR or PGF was never the subject c f an EOYR or 
audit that he was aware o£ 

When he was notified of the EOYR determinadon, THOMAS DORR’ s undetst aiding of the 
determination was very vague. Subsequently, he contacted an attorney. 

Agent’s Note; WILLIAM C. BRDDGFORTH, attorney, Ramsay, Bridgforth, Hiirrelson, and 
Starling, Pine Bluff, Arkansas, was present during the interview of THOMAS 
DORR At this point in the interview, BRIDGEFORTH inteijet ;ted that the 
EOYR determination was a “commensurate share issue." 

In approximately 1 996, after receiving the determination letter from FSA, THO MAS DORR 
contacted BRDDGFORTH to ask for guidance. BRIDGFORTH advised that he could fight the 
issue but that the attorney’s fees would cost considerably more than what FSA ' vas asking 
MGDIFT to pay back. Subsequently, the trustees met and decided to just pay b ick the requested 
amount. In hindsight, THOMAS DORR said that he should have gone ahead a id spent MGDIFT 
money and “fight it" 

After the EOYR was completed and the detenninadon made, THOMAS DORP . visitedwith the 
Cherokee Count>(2 ~^d asked what was the right way ;o do it|_ 

Jtold him to handle It however he wanted. THOMAS DORR then talked v dth the other 
MGDIFT trustees and they decided to return to the straight 50/50 crop share ag oemont over the 
custom-fanning arrangement 

THOMAS DORR defined “custom-farming’’ as “a relationship between two parties to perform 
certain services at a rate that the two parties mutaally agree on." The trustees f dt that a custom- 
farming agreement would give the ability to limit their cost exposure over a crc p share 
arrangement Even though PGF appeared to have received 50 percent of the gr 3ss income, the 
trustees ultimately had the flexibility to decide what level to pay. If the gross n venue decreased, 
MGDGT could decide to pay PGF less in custom-fanning fees. 

Agent’s Note: When the interviewers specifically mendoned to THOMAS DO RR dial a 50/50 
crop share arrangement could accomplish the same objective, T HOMAS DORR 
agreed and could not ardoulate any further difference between i . custom farming 
arrangement in which he is paid 50 percent of the gross income and a 50/50 crop 
share arrangement. 
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Agent’s Note: BRIDOFORTH added that in a custom-fanning airangemsnt the tandlord was 
entitled to 100 percent of the FSA program payments, and that th e landowner 
pays the expenses in a custom-fanning agreement but not in a sh ire rent 
agreement 

THOMAS DORR stated that his custom-fanning fee was “variable based on yes r to year 
operations.’’ The trustees could meet at any time and decide what to pay him. F or the custom 
services PGF provided, the trustees annually decided to compensate him to wha ; ended up being 
about 50 percent of the gross income. In some years, he was also paid bonuses 1 lased on ' 
performance. There was' no written custom-fanning agreement in place. 

Agent’s Note: At this point in die interview TOM DORR listened to the ^ed 1 elephone 

conversation between himself and^, Jthat' ZJ 

had provided to the Farm Service Agency (FSA). TOM DORR ( onfiimed that it 
was his voice on the tape and that he did have some telephone cc nversations with 
Q ^regarding these issues. 

Agent's Note: After fhe tape was played, WEXIAM C. BRJDGFORTH, attorn sy, stated that 
there could not be payment limitation concerns because the payc rents were so 
insignifteanL He stated that there was nothing wrong with any a crangement that 
increased the economic impact of payments. He stated that the i onnation of 
additional entities with payment limitation in mind had never be m a problem, 
and that the FSA forma had been filled out accurately because N'GDIFT did get 
100 percent of the program payments inidally. TOM DORR sta :ed that this was 
prudent b'usiness planning in the context of normal business ope radons. 

THOMAS DORR bad no ataswer to the statement he made on the tape that . hat custom fee , 
actually is not a custom fee. That’s crop rental income to me. That’s my share of the income." 

Agent's Note; BRIDGFORTH continued to attempt to provide answers or explanation for 
DORR. BRIDGFORTH was asked to reftain from answering f or THOMAS 
DORR, but that he could confer witii THOMAS DORR at any ime. The 
Repotting Agent said that THOMAS DORR needed to explain for himself tire 
comments he made on the tape. THOMAS DORR then asked :o confer with 
BRIDGTHFORTH in private. He was allowed to do so. 

After conferring with BRIDGFORTH, THOMAS DORR stated thatf Jwss being 

very accusatory on the tape, stating that PGF was taking advantage of the MGI )IFT. 

THOMAS DORR said that on the tape he was trying to explain the difference jetween crop share 
and custom-farming. He tried to explain that that this was a custom-farming agreement and that 
the trust was payingPGF for custom services on what appeared to be a 50/50 1 rop share 



220 


PS-0301.0616 


basis. His point tc{_ that this was a custom-fanning operation a id that the risk 

shares were different, and that all of the other trustees and beneficiaries were sad: ified with the 
arrangements. 

THOMAS DORR was asked what he meant whan he is heard on the tape saying hat it was all 
dona to “. . .avoid ttie $60,000 payment limitaden to Pine Grove Farms,” and "I n -filed the way 
the fcm, the trust land both for the£_ . Jlrust and the, the uh, Harold Dc ir Trust are 
operated with the ASCS to, quite ffankly, avoid minimum payment limitations.” THOMAS 
DORR said it did not makes sense to him either, he did not know what ha meant, especially since 
he was not even close to the limit. 

THOMAS DORR stated that£2 very accusatory in nature a id over the 

years he (THOMAS DORR) has said things rather “cynically” taC. ^ THOMAS 

DORR explained that on the tape, he was being "cynical" witht_ -J 

was becoming very accusatory and so THOMAS DORR answered^ ^“cynical!; r.” 

THOMAS DORR stated that during the taped phone calls, he was trying to "ame ior;ate”(2 
Jaad find an easier way to define for£L custom-farming relationship vi rsus a crop 
share relationship. He was just trying to point out »■[_ JJthatPGFwa; not taking 

advantage of the MGDIFT in terms of revenue. That was the context of the disci issions that were 

taped by n_ ZJ ' 

When asked by the Repottins Agent why he did not thinl^ 

J could 

not understand the difference between custom-farming and crop share without THOMAS DORR 
trying to redefine it for him, THOMAS DORR could not answer. 

In 1996, THOMAS DORR sat down with the trustees and reviewed the End-of-' f ear Review 
determination with them and also with the FSA County Executive Director. The trustees decided 
that in order to avoid more hassles, they would change the arrangement to a 50/5 ) crop share 
arrangement 

THOMAS DORR said that if he had had a fixed-fee custom-fanning arrangemet t, the trust could 
have lost money if their revenue decreased, yet they were forced to pay a certain lustom fee to 
PQF. While he did not have a fixed fee arrangement, he thinks he was guaranteqd a minimum 
amount in order to cover expenses he would have mcurred. 


;anmn! 


that 


THOMAS DORR said he had always charged at the high end of the custom-fi 
thinks it is legitimate to charge $125-135 an acre for his custom services. When 
pointed out that he was receiving over $200 an acre, THOMAS DORR stated 
perfocmed ether services: marketing, overseeing the maintenance and upkeep, till: 
maintenance on art extensive drainage program, farm plans maintenance and othei 
stewardship issues. He was not just “running equipment up and down the propeil 
operated in the exact same matmer with the HDIFT. For the custom work he pr^ 


.granges. He 
iRepoitihg Agent 
he also 


■ing, 
iriand 
He 
Ivided 


■W 
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DIAMOND D, his cousa^ JJoperation, PGF received a combinal ion of fixed fees 

and bonus fees. 

The reason they originally went firom a 50/50 agreement to a custom-fanning agr sement was so 
that MGDffT would have revenue flexibility. MGDUT hoped to grow and acqi ire more land. 

A custom-farming arrangement offered them the flexibility to determine the oust )m-fannmg 
payments. If MGDIFT expenses for land payment increased, they could decteas( i the amount 
they were paying out in custom-arming in order to have more income available o make 
addidonai land payments. PGF would have been willing to take less in a custom -farming fee in 
order to have greater revenue to make land payments. This custom-famung airaj igement gave 
them the flexibility to have additional cash for land payments. 

The reason PGF was paid on the same day that MGDIFT received the FSA prog am payments 
was that these payments were the mechanism to show there was money in the ba ak. PGF could 
not get paid unless there was money. After MGDIFT received the FSA program payments, they 
paid him bis fees. 

Attached as Exhibit 3 is correspondence dated September 25, 2001, received from BRIDGFORTH 
by Reporting Agent. BRIDGFORTH restates his position that there is no “paymei .t limitation 
issue.” 

Attached as Exhibit 4 is a memorandum dated September 19, 2001 from the Actin g Administrator, 
FSA, which details the results of the FSA independent review team’s findings and 
recommendations. 
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EXE; 


TRANSCRIPT OF AUDIO TAPE PROVTOED UPON REQUEST FROM T 
STATE FSA OFFICE, IDENTIFIED AS: COPY OF TAPE LABELED 
FROM CONVERSATION BETWEEN TOM DORR AND[^ 

The parties are identified as Person I (assumed to be[^ 
to be Tom Dorr). ■ 


m 


J6/ 4 


Jmd Person 2 


(assumed 


The following are excerpts from a telephone conversation that was recorded 4n June 14, 
1995, occurring between Tom Dorr and|l J 

PERSON 1: L I guess I’d like to know as a beneficiary what... you know, I know, I 
understand your desire to keep this all out fr..., in the government's eyes, um but I still 
think there should be some son of explanation as to how these, you know ext criy how 
this percentage, allocation is broken out, how its, how its applied each year. 

PERSON 2: 50/50. I charge the Tmst their half of the inputs, not the nrnohit e work. 
And I charge the, I charge the, I take that back, the only machine charge, the machine 
charge that I have charged always is S12.50 an acre for combining. That was an 
arrangement that was entered into when dad and Harold were still alive becai se of the 
high cost of combines. 

PERSON 1: Yeah... 

PERSON 2: Beside from that, uh, I take that back, and they also, and we hafe always 
charged the landlords a nickel a bushel to haul the grain into the elevator. 


PERSON 1: UmHmm... 


1 50/SP 


eri 


PERSON 2: Beside those two machine charges everything is done on a 
crop share basis, it always-has. And, and, and frequently, quite frankly, I've, 
stuff in, or, you know, i£ there is a split that Isn’t quite equd I always try to 
of the, on the side of the Trust. So, that’s, that’s the way its been, that’s the 
has been and that’s the way these numbers will aU resolve themselves if somefs* 
to sit down and go through them that way. 

PERSON I : It, this was all done that way in an effort to . . . 

PERSON 2: ... avoid the 350,000 payment limitation to Pine Grove Farms. 

PERSON 1; And... to, it is to your benefit to your other crop acres... 

PERSON 2: ...that’s right.., 


I/O I 


IOWA 

,RPTS 

■/95'’ 


normal 
jl’ve kicked 
on the side 
jway it always 
lody wants 


r* ^ \J .£5.,, AVL/ I\/’'v\/"a\ 
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PERSON 1 : , • . that, that um, this arrangement is set up in, in such a fashion? 

PERSON 2: That’s correct. 

PERSON 1: Uh, do we, as a Trust, um, have any risk if the government ever audits such 
an arrangement? Or, was it done your saying back when it was legal? Is it still legal? 

■PERSON 2: I have no idea if its legal. No one has ever called me on it. I’ done it this 
way. I’ve dearly kept track of all paper .work this way. And, uh. . . 

PERSON 1: I, I understand how it works, now... 

PERSON 2: I have no idea. I suspect if they would audit, and, and somebody would 
dedde to come in and take a look at this thing, they could, they could probalay if they 
redly wanted to, raise hell with us. Yep, you’re absolutely right. Uh, and I’rp trying to 
find out where I’ve overcharged at. 


PERSON U Well, I, I don’t know what the extension service includes in the| 
um, uh, estimated figure on, on machinery expense. 


PERSON 2; That, that, that figure, I mean if you look at that figure, and I believe, and 
I’d have to go back and find it, but I know thai I discussed this with the trustpes and I’m 
fairly certain that its in one of your annual reports. Uh, that custom fee actudly is not a 
custom fee. That’s crop rental income to me. That’s my share of the income. I mean if 
you just sat down and, and, and... (5 second pause with music in backgrounc^ excuse 
me... 


PERSON 1: That’s ok. 

PERSON 2: Uh, what aaually happened there was way back in, uh, perhap^ 
no, no that was in 90 because that doesn’t show up until then. Either 90 or 
filed the way the farm, the Trust land both for theL ^^4 

Harold Dorr Trust are operated with the ASCS to, quite frankly, avoid cmi ' 
limitations. OK? 


mini 


PERSON 1: Right 

PEBEON 2; And I basically told the ASCS and reregistered those two operjations such 
that they are, uh, singularly farm operations on their own, OK? 


PERSON I; OK 


<n 


PERSON 2: And 1 custom farm it. Alright, so how are you going to custo 
The reason I did it was, was to eliminate any potential, uh, when I could still 
point, of of the government not liking die way I was doing it. I knew whatj 
I anticipated it the same as I did with proven com yields way back in the 70 


,r, in their. 


even 89, but 
^1, uh, Ire- 
1, the uh, 

,um payment 


farm it? 
do it at chat 
was coming, 
s when I 
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began to prove our yields and got basis and the proven yields up. I transferee: 
when it was still legal and legitimate to do so and basicily they stand alone. ' 
obviously I’m not going to go out here and operate all this ground and prov 
management expertise singularly, uh, for the purpose of, of, of doing it on a 
custom fee basis. Subsequently, what’s happened is, the farm, I mean the, tl. 

Trust pays all of its expenses and then we reimburse it and it sells all the income, and it, 
sells all the crop, and it reimburses us with the 50/S0 split basis. 


d these out 
Now, 
de all this 
|$60 an acre 
family 


the 


PERSON 1: I, I, I remember vaguely something being discussed about that] 
go back to the file... 


I’ll have to 


PERSON 2; ... that’s exactly what’s going on (unintelligible) , ..chose custopa fees the 
way they are... 

PERSON V, ... and then to determine, urn, that, that was, again if that was ip writing to 
us beneficiaries, I guess I missed that and I’ll, I’ll look for that again. Urn,. 

PERSON 2: Even if it wasn’t I know that that vyas clearly discussed with tpe trustees. 

The beneficiaries really had nothing to do with it. 

PERSON 1: OK, well, well, I appreciate your correcting me on the interest and, uh, 
allocating those incomes to those different years. That does make a differen :e with that 
income. I think the custom fees, uh, when I took a look at that one, and I, > ou know, I 
just started looking at this in the last 6 weeks. When I took a look at that la rt figure, uh, 
and looking back in the file, it may not hurt for you to remind everybody, um, maybe 
even in the annual repon... . 

PERSON 2: I don't, I doh’tj' really want to tell everybody, not because I’m trying to hide 
the custom work fees from anybody, but because I don’t wan: to make any bigger deal 
out of it than I have to, relative to everybody knowing about it, including thi i government. 

END OF RECORDING. 
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MEMORANDUM OF INTERVIEW 


NAME: Thomas C. Dorr 

ADDRESS; 4466 F Avenue 

Marcus, Iowa 51035 

TELEPHONE: 712-376-2171 
202-720-2261 


CASENUMBER; PS-3dl-6l6 

DATE; Sept. 21, 2001 
AGEm£ 


1 


DETAILS'. This interview took place in the ofRees of the Assistant Inspector 
Investigations, USDA, OIG, Wasiungton, D.C. Present during the interview 
DORR, interviewee; Wniiam C, Bridgforth, Attorney, Rmsay, Bridgforth, Hi 
Starling, Pine Bluff, ArkairsasJ^. , _ . . ' 


General for 

THOMAS C. 
:a|Telson, and 


fetm, 


THOMAS DORR (T. DORR) stated that he grew up working on the family .. 

. ^and his uncle, HAROLD DORK, who originally had a 

operating a grain elevator and turkey/poultry operation. T. DORR was away 
approxirrutely 1964 -1972 while he was enrolled in college, the military service, 
ultimately employed by the Westinghouse Learning Corporation. Approximr. 
January/Pebruaty 1972, HAROLD DORR was having health problems, and]^ 
aging, so T. DORR went back to work the family farm and businesses. The 
businesses consisted of hog feeding operation and grain dealer/elevator operatijji 
the ferming operations were expanded. 


assisting 
iartnership 
^om farming from 
:, and was 

jwas 

orj^nal family 
ns. Ultimately, 


In 1 974/1 975, T. DORR andC formed a partnei 

POME GROVE FARMS CO. (DPGF). In 1985/1986, the partnership dissolvecj 
incorporated DPGF as his own company, having 100 percent ownership. 


ii[ship, DORR’S 
and T. DORR 


In approximately 1989/1990, T. DORR formed PGF Seeds Inc, holding 100 percent ownership. 
PGF Seeds Inc. was established as a seed corporation with the sole purpose of producing, 
conditioning, and distributing soybean seed through a retail operation. The seel was produced 
through contracts with DPGF, fbmily and other farming operations. PGF Seed s Inc. did no 
farming itself. Ultimately, PGF Seeds Inc, evolved into a wholesale seed produ cer as well as a 
licensed grain dealer and warehouse. 


iLp 


T. DORR also holds 9-10 percent stock and is president of DORR Inc. DORR] 
corporation started 50/50 byj^ ^and his uncle, HAROi 

1940s when they were operating the grain elevator. It was formed to hold farn| 
and as an investment holdmg company. HAROLD DORR died in the 19808 a: 
share to[_ plater gifted some of the stock to, 

including T. DORR, creating SEVEN SONS. SEVEN SONS was eventually 
Inc. with T. DORR's[[^ '^holding approximately S3 percent of the stock 
siblings holding the remainder. 


Inc, was a family 
DORR, in the 
properties owned 
his heirs sold his 


anti 


merged into DORR 
and T, DORR and his 
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r Joriginaily formed th^ JiRREVOC ABLE Tj uMELY TRUST 

^GDIFT) in approximately 1976 for estate planning purposes. It owned 160 at res and 
consisted of T. DORR and 9 siblings, including a stepsister. After his stepsister'; death in 1989, 
her portion went back into the trust. 

Thera are now three MGDIFTs: (1) the original MGDlt'T trust, (2) MGDIFT/il 
IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST, and (3) MGDIFT£_ JlRi lEVOCABLE 

FAMILY TRUST. 


In 1997,£ 


Jto T. DORR asked thal£ jfehare of the trust be separated out. 


Jdid not like how MGDIFT was operated an<^ J vas concerned 
about how the MGDIFT equities were invested. Ultimately, at[]__ yi equesf J share 

of MGDIFT was set off into a separate trust, 

T. DORR holds similar social views as£ _Jalthough 

J is not as aggressive J felt like there wi ire other 

opportunities thaql JWould rathei, Jshare ofMGDIFT be invested in, and just this year asked 
that£ Jportion ofMGDIFT be set off in a separate trust. 

T, DORR also has interest in DORR SWINE LLC held by himself,j2 

Jas well as DOOR'S NORTH PORR LLC held by himself ' 

L . 

Austin, Texas. Both entities are swine finishing facilities. 

HAROLD DORR T. DORR’s uncle, originally established the HAROLD E, DC 'RR 
IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST (HEDIFTj'as an estate-plaruiing tool consisting of his 
£ . "Jt. DORR does not own any interest in this corporal ion but does have 

signature authority. Additio^y, T. DORR has signature authority for his£ 

j and MOR a limited liability corporation whos i beneficiaries are 
HAROLD DORR’S [. _ las well as the HAROLD DORR 

IRREVOCALBE TRUST that holds property in transition from his uncle’s estar e until ■ . 

passes away. 

AUSTIN PROPERTIES was a partnership between T. DORR and£_ Zf 

They purchased a 40-acre tract of land with the option to rent 80 acres. This pa tnership was sold 
one year ago last spring. 

WHISKEY CREEK MACHINERY was established in 1998/1999 as a limited lUbility pannership' 
between T. DORR and£ ^It was formed to provide custom-work for b 3th DORR’S 

PINE GROVE FARM CO, (DPGF) and[l_ J fanning operation. 'The only asset owned by 
WHISKEY CREEK MACHINERY is one tractor. 
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lOTEX was a corporation formed byQ 


[Jvvhei^ 


nd HAROLD 


DOOR were involved in oil and gas drilling, lOTEX gave stock to T. DORR an i£_ 
r ~]in exchange for 80 acres of farmland that T. DORR and£_ Iowa." 

^venwally lOTEX was folded into SEVEN SONS, which was eventually merged mto DORR 


DORR’S PINE GROVE FARMS CO, (DPGF) has traditionally not owned any linivland, but was 
estsdslished as a custom-farming entity to employ labor, own machinery and /or t( i lease tadand. 
DPGF has provided custom-farming to a multitude of people to include the HAI LOLD E. DORR 
IRREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST (HEDIFT)^ IrREVOC ABLE FAMILY 

TRUST (MGDIFT) and DIAMOND D, a corporation held byjl - 7 in 

Cherokee County, Iowa. DPGF also provides custom-farming services to several neighSors. 

The relationship between T, DORR, d.b.a. DPGF, and the MGDIFT began in ths mid to late 
1970's with a crop share rent agreement with DPGF as the lessee. This agreeme it was in place 
until approximately 1987/1988 when the MGDIFT trustees, to include T. DORR and 
beneficiaries agreed that DPGF would provide the custom-farming services for ^ GDIFT. The 
custom-forming agreement between DPGF and MGDIFT remained in place until 1995 when 
^ J^xpressed dissatisfaction with the arrangement resulting in an End’ of-Year Review 

being conducted by the Farms Service Agency (FSA). 

The same relationship agreements were in place between DPGF and the HEDIFT , 

■ The custom-forming agreement between MGDIFT and DPGF was established at the will of the 
trustees. The relationship was designed to allow MGDIFT to have flexibility in tlie way it 
operated, There was no custom-farming fee agreed upon. MGDIFT paid ail inptits ahd'receivVd " 
approximately 50 percent of the gross income. DPGF received the other 50 peremt of the gross 
income in custom-farming fees. T. DORR believes his custom-farming fees were competitive, if 
not maybe a little high. Howdver, the relationship betweet) him and the trustees tWe them 
tyilling to pay this amount. He had the same payment arrangements with the HDlFT. 


His custom-forming arrangement withj^ ' JDIAMOND D was a cc mbtnation of a 

fixed custom-farming fee and a management fee based on performance. 

Initiall>|^ TnAROD DORR each set up two trusts: an '‘irrevocable foi ally trust “and 

an “irrevocable trust. The "irrevocable family trusts" held form properties, and t le “itrevocsfole 
trusts” held equities. The identification numbers were sequential in order and inviiriably they were 
always mistakenly writing down the wrong identification numbers and .having to correct them. 

He understood that thei^ J/DtREVOCABLE FAMILY TRUST ^GDIFT) had 

been selected for an End-of-Year Review (EOYR) for the 1994/1995 crop years because of 
r ^letters to the FSA andQ Jinsistence that the MGDIFT be reviewi id. T. DORR 

initially had a couple of phone conversations withL 7'’“^ 7. DORR decided not 

to talk toj^ jany further. T. DORR understood that originally the County Office 
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Cotnmittee decided there was no issue to review. Ultimately, however, 
complaints "went up the FSA chain" and resulted in an EOliTl. 

T. DORR was notified to meet with the EOYR committee and to provide them v^th documents. 
He does not remember what transpired during the meeting. He provided the documents for the 
MGDEFT. T. dorr or DPGF was never the subject of an ZOYK or audit that hp was aware of, 

When he was notified of the EOYR determination, T. DORR'S understanding of fee 
determination was very vague. Subsequently, he contacted an attorney. 

Agent’s Note; WILLIAM C. BRIDGFORTH, aaomey, Ramsay, Bridgforth, Haireison, and 

Starling, Pine Blufi? Arkansas, intetjeaed at this point in the intei|view that it was 
a “commensurate share issue". 

In approximately 1996, after receiving the determination letter from FSA T, DOi LR contacted 
BRIDOFORTH to ask for guidance, BRIDGFORTH advised that he could fight the issue but 
that the attorney’s fees would cost considerably more than what FSA was asking MGDIFT to pay 
back. Subsequently, the trustees met and decided to just pay back the requested iimount. In 
hindsight, T. DORR said that he should have gone ahead and spent MGDIFT mo ley and "fight 
it." 

After the EOYR was completed and the determination made, T. DORR visited wth the Cherokee 
County County!^ ^d asked what was the right way to d o ii^ 

told him to handle it however he wanted. T. DORR then talked with the other MGDTT trustees 
and they decided to return to the straight 50/50 crop share agreement over the cu stom-fanning 
arrangement. 


perte 


T. DORR defined “custom-farming” as: a relationship between two parties to 
services at a rate that the two 'parties mutually agree on.” .The trustees felt that a 
agreement would give the ability to limit their cost exposure over a crop share an}: 
though DPGF appeared to have received 50 percent of the gross income, the trus|t' 
had the flexibifity to decide-what level to pay. If the gross revenue decreased, M: 
decide to pay DPGF less in custom-farming fees. 


:otm certain 
Icustom-fhnning 
angement. Even 
;ees ultimately 
:GDIFT could 


Agent’s Note: When the interviewers specifically mentioned to T. DORR that a io/50 crop share 
arrangement could accomplish the same objective, T. DORR agreed and could 
not articulate any further difference between a custom farming airangement in 
which he is paid 50 percent of the gross income and a 50/50 cro[| share 
arrangement. 


Agent’s Note: 


BRIDGFORTH added that in a custom-farming arrangement the landlord was 
entitled to 100 percent of the FSA program payments, and that th|e landowner 
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pays the expenses in a 
agreement. 


custom-farming agreement but not in a share rent 


T. DORR stated that his custom-farming fee was “variable based on year to year op trations,” 

The trustees could meet at any time and decide what to pay him. For the custom se -vices DPGF 
provided, the trustees annually decided to compensate him to what ended up being i bout SO 
percent of the gross income. In some years, he' was also paid bonuses based on peri brmaace. 
There was no written custom-fanning agreement in place. 

Agent' 3 Note; At this point b the interview TOM DORR listened to the tap^ telej hone 
eonversadon between himself andQ .. matf 

had provided to the Farm Service Agency (FS A). TOM DORR con armed that it 
was his voice on the tape and that he did have some telephone conversations with 
^egardmg these issues. 

Agent's Note: After the tape was played, WILLIAM C. BRXDGFORTH, attorney, stated that 
there could not be payment limitadon concerns because the payments were so 
insignificant He stated that there was nothing wrong with any arrMgement that 
increased the economic impaa of payments. He stated that the for nation of 
additional entities with payment limitation m ntind had never been i problem, 
and that the FS A forms had been filled out accurately because MG! 3IFT did get 
. 100 percent of the program payments initially. TOM DORR stated that this was 
prudent busmess plannmg in the context of normal busmess operations. 

T. DORR had no answer to the statement he made on the tape that . .that custom 1 ee actually is 
not a custom fee. That’s crop rental income to me. That’s myshare of the mcome.’ 

Agent’s Note: BRIDGFORTH continued to attempt to provide answers or explanaiioa for 

DORR. BRIDGFORTH was asked to refiab firom answering for T. DORR, but 
that he could confer with T. DORR at any rime. The Reporting Ag ent said that 
T, DORR needed to explab for luraself the comments he made on the tape. T. 
DORR then asked to confer with BRJDGTHFORTH b private. H e was 
allowed^ Jto do so. 

After conferring with BRIDGFORTH, T. DORR stated that£_ ^3s beir ,g very 

accusatory on the tape, stating that DPGF was takbg advantage of the MGDIFT. T , DORR said 
that on the tape he was tjybg to explain the difference between crop share and eustc ra-feoning. 
He tried to axplam that tto this was a eustom-farmbg agreement and that the trust ' vas paybg 
DPGF for custom services on what appeared to be a 50/50 crop share basis. His point toC- 

^as that this was a custora-farmmg operation and that the risk shares were di fiferent, and 
that all of the other trustees and beneficiaries were satisfied with the arrangementSi 

T. DORR was asked what he meant when he is heard on the tape saybg that it was s B done to 
“...avoid the $50,000 payment limitation to Pbe Grove Farms," and *T re-filed the » ay the farm. 
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the trust land both for the[], Jrust and the, the uh, Harold Dorr Trust are operated with 

the ASCS to, quite frankly, avoid minimum payment limitations," T. DORR, sai l it did not makes 
sense to him either, he did not know what he meant, especially since he was not even close to the 
limit, 

T. DORR stated thatj^ Jhid been very accusatory in nature and ove ■ the years he (T, 

DORR) has smd things rather “cymcaJly" toj^ DORR explainei I that on the tape, 

he was being "cynical" witi^ J was becoming very t ccusatory and so 

T. DORR answered^ ^‘cynically." 

T, DORR stated that during the taped phone calls, he was trying to “ameliorate’ 
find an easier way to define fotC ^ custom-fiirming relationsWp versus a crop share 
relationship. He was just trying to p'oint out to[~_ DPGF was c ot taking 

advantage of the MGDIFT in terms of revenue. That was the context of the di; cussions that were 
taped byC_ J 

When asked by the Reporting Agent why he did not thinkQ 

, , Jcouid not 

understand the difference between custom-farming and crop share without T. I ORR trying to 
redefine it in an exemplary manner, T. DORR could not answer. 

In 1996, T, DORR sat down with the trustees and reviewed the End-of-Year I .eview 
determination with them and also with the FSA County Executive Direaor. The trustees decided 
that in order to avoid more hassles, they would change the arrangement to a 50^50 crop share 
arrangement. 

T. DORR said that if he had had a fixed-fee custom-framing arrangement, the trust could have 
lost money if their revenue decreased, yet they were forced to pay a certain cus tom fee to DPGF. 
While ha did not have a fixed fee arrangement, he thinks he was guaranteed a c linimum amount in 
order to cover expenses he would have incurred. 

T. DORR said he had always charged at the high end of the custom-fanning ra tges. He thinks it 
is legitimate to charge $125-135 and acre for his custom services. When Repo rting Agent 
pointed out that he was receiving over $200 an acre, T. DORR stated that he also performed 
other services; marketing, overseeing the maintenance and upkeep, tiling, main :enancc on an 
extensive drainage program, 6nn plans maintenance and other land stewardship issues. He was 
not just “running equipment up and down the property," He operated in the ® act same manner • 
with die HDIFT. For the custom work he provided DIAMOND D, 
operation, DPGF received a combination of fixed fees and bonus fees. 

The reason they ori^ally went from a 50/50 agreement to a custom-fanning ! greement was so 
that MGDIFT would have revenue flexibility. MGDIFT hoped to grow and at quire more land. A 
custom-fanning arrangement offered them the Bexibility to detennine the custc m-farming 
payments. If MGDIFT eqienses for land payment increased, they could decrease the amount they 
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were paying out in custom-fanning in order to have more income available to m. ike additional 
land payments. DPGF would have been wilBng to take less in a custom-farming fee in order to 
have greater revenue to make land payments. This custom-farming arrangemeni gave them the 
flexibility to have additional cash for land payments. 

The reason DPGF was paid on the same day that MGDIFT received the FSA pr jgram payments 
was that these payments were the mechanism to show there was money in the bi nk. DPGF could 
not get paid unless there was money. After MGDIFT received the FSA prograr i payments, they 
paid him his fees. 
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RAMSAY. BRtOGFORTH, KARREUSON AND STARLING LLP 
ATTORNEYS AT lAW 
(rOUNOEO AS eaUMAM * OANTT >H 191 1) 

t ITM AX«R SUMOHS «Wr fUTWSMAL ttUlUJWtt 

sot iuMsnus^ 

P, o. hox 9909 

PINE 8UJFF. ARKANSAS 71Stl-aS09 

mcpwer<e 

fpx wrO‘S 3 S-asJu 


September 25, 2001 


BoeiuKtAiieusoi 




VIA FACSIMILE 913261.7S99 
Origiaal to Follow via Mail 


c. 


United Siatea Depaitmeot of Agiicultm 
Office of the Inspector General 
S799 Broadmoor, Suite 700 
Miaslon, Kansaa $€202 


1 


Re: Thomas Deix Inlctview 


Dcax[^ 




asuary ! 


4ot there was 
m Ihst there, 
itaia, by the 
S, 1997 
its concem 


During the interview on Friday there was some discussion about nAethcr or 
a “payment limitation issue” dvsriag the years in question. It was, aird is, my pash&i 
was no such issue in any year under review. That posttion was also held, we maijil 
Iowa end-of-year review team and by the Cherokee County Committee. In it’s It 
letter, a copy of wUeh we gaye to you at the meeting, tire county committee mdioatnil 
was with commensurate shaim, not payment Jinstations. , 

Th^ , ■ JaS the Aricansas PSA and it’s theaT "Js 

wella:^ . Jwa^ ^^JaWashOSItonatPSAto v4ich 

payment limitatiorr Inquiries were sent, agreed as well. As is my piaedee, when isstra are raised 
I attempt to get the bem and wisest counsel in the USDA to review my cooduaions. [When I was 
contacted by[^ J/one of the trustees, end notified that the trust had recs ved a letter 

notifying it that the end.of'year review would be conducted, I requested copies of d: e CCC-S02S 
■ and otiier rdevartt materials &t 1993, 1994 and 1995. Since tiro total of all paymei its that were 
teedved by tile eomhined Don's Pine Grove Farm, Trust A and Trust B, taken at a StVSO retual 
in each yew was wdl under the 550,000 linutaSon that one “person” eould wesiva ( exclusive of 
Findley payments winch had no limit), and since the total of those payments in 19 i9 and 1990 
(the yew that the custom finning arrangement was first worked out by the trustees) ■ was £39,€09 
and S3 i, 064 respectively, thsre could be no paymeai limitation issues, regardless of the custom 
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farmin g tales. In seeking esmert review of my opinioa, on Jvme 5, 1996 I Wrote Parks 
Sbackleford, tbea Assistant Deputy Director for Farm Programs fet USDA in Washington, 
(Bchibit A). In that letter I oatlin^ a scenario similai to tiae one here, pciiating out that the 
custom &»iBg rotes were more than customary ica the area. Thai same I ta&U with£^ 
_Tthe thcnT Tpjf FSA in Arkansas. It has been nty ecqwtence thai[]^ 

^s one o^e most fcoowled^sbleT ' ^ any stale office m rise uarion. 

Afte^ 'kgteed with me by telephone, 1 wrote the snarriied Exwit B, outlining our oiscussion on 
&is as well as other cases that day. 1 received a letter &om th<{_ ■ | ^J^shibit 

Q agreeing with my conclusions. 

Then, in a few days, I received a call 

Washiogton to whom hdir. Shackleford had directed my letter, md^ 
was no payment limltalioii issue, but raised an issue of “at risk". “At risk”, as > 
fector of “actively engaged in ianjjit^ (as is commensurate shares), and is m 
limitation issue. My response to[_ ^ enclosed (pjfeibit D). 


yd^ 


As you will recall, the target price for com decreased each year &om 19S7 
and while the basic loan tare (the rate to vduch the payment Ihritation applied) 
well, the giatcitinm amount that could be subject to li^tarion m 1939 was 73 o 
end the Tnaxirmnn amount in 1990 was 79 cents pex bushel The effective loan rate 
the basic rate in those years, but the difi%sence was Findley and not subject to the 
actual payment rates were between 5 1 and 13 cents in those years. Had the vn«vin>' 
it sdll would not msttET, as so little paymesK was involved. 


Even if there was an issue, it is perfectly legal and- within the tegularions fer 
take acticn. to avoid payment limitation problems. That is why congress created tl:|e 
rule with fee 1987 amendmeats to the Farm BQl to be effective with the 1939 crap 
wife payment limitation problems (which Tom Donr did not have) -wtro given 
reor gani ze feeze farms, without fee necessity of any substantive change, to 
entities to avoid payment limitation problems. 


ere^ 


risk 


While I da not agree feat there is a eommensuiate share issue or an at 
fetal to the trust’s 1993, 1994 and 1995 paymeais, it is moot as all have been 
tbfa additional informationyrill assist you in determining fear this matter should be 
was good to meet you andQ ^ 


repaife 


jk groed there 
know, is a 
a payment 


ert 


throu^ 1990, 
{decreased as 
per bushel, 
less than 
ion. The 
been paid. 


icnte 


Brjiitario 


producers to 
three cntiQ' 
5 fe«. Farmen 
of 1988 to 
additional 


dll 


issue that is 
I hope feat 
{concluded. It 
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'vcb£ J 

Eadasiaes as noted 
cc;L 


Tom Dot! 


J 


RaHS AV iiHiOUi-uKni a n 
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RAMSAY, BR10GF0RTH» HARREUSON AND STARUNG 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

(POUMOtO AS CDCCUAH k CANTT *N l»| II 


HiCeog»M UT0H9BI 

M, ^ STMUMA ». 194 Vf «9e 
9nUMt* C. MIOC^OSTTM 
n aiuM«t. MAHakSAx. ka. 

a lotmeit 
*niuja A. MUEV 
f piini<ae4««WKNaw 


\ )TW SiHMQMS AlAST MATIOMaL 

sot MAiNaraecr 
r, O, sox QSOA 

P<NE 8 LUFF. ARKANSAS71€t1'8509 

ro.9*«N9 30 1 .399.9000 
fAx 90i.5ae.aS^ 


Eustuxo n. Moosa 
MLUIX n. SMMfQHDI 
9uno a. toioarotrm 
»M./«rMAll«CW?PX 

JOMNXXTAllUaO 


UMit u uuAr 
SCMIOK COUASCV 


June. 5. 199 S 

VTA FAX 20 2/72Q-472S 

Mr. Parks Shackleford 
AsalscanC Deputy Rdministracor for 
Farm Programs 

United Scacas DepartmenC of Agriculture 
9. 0. Box 2415 

Washington, D. C. 20013-2415 


Dear Parks : 

Please let me 
following situation, 
missing. 


know if you agree with tny analyslL 
If you disagree, please let me know 


chai 


From 1987 through 1999, Ron was a trustee and bj 
(along with sesven others) of zun irrevocable Ciust cn 
years ago (Trust A) . His uncle and his uncles famij: 
sinilar irrevocable trost, though Ron has no interest in 
(Trust B> . Ron farms in a partnership (DPG Farms) 
approximately 1,500 acres from family members on a S 
(Family Feirni) . ' DPG Farms custom farms for Trust A ^ 
under eux oral arrangement that provides that the 
partnership reioeives for the custom faming is . 50% of 
proceeds from the operation. This represents Dpg reee 
than the customary custom farming price. 

The total payments from Family Farm are 58o,00al with DPG 
Farms receiving S 0 %, or $40,000. The total payments received by 
Trust A are $7, 000 ' and the total payments received try Trust B are 
$5,000. Thus, if DPG Fotrms farmed the trust properties on the same 
SO/SO share, it would receive a total of $46,500. '«hile this 
figure varied from year to year, in no year would to totsi approach 
$50,000. In most years, the total would bo less than $40,000. 


I concluded that since there was no payment limlta! 
I saw no problem from an FSa standpoint. FSA's concern 
been if the custom farming rates were being used to 
payment limitation. In this case, it could not have 


bei 


If you will let 
appreciate it. 


IcQow what you think I w 



Is of the 
what I an 


laneficiary 
'(^tad many 
ly have a 
this trust 
t leases 
j)/S0 share 
d Trust B 
jprice the 
the gross 
■ving more 


4ion issue, 
would have 
avoid the 
len. 


ill really 
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Page 2 


Very truly yours, 

RAMSAY, BRIDCKORTK, JiaSRSLSibN 

STARING I . f 

V l C/ « 

William C. Bridgforth 
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(•XKIMOCO *1.3 CBMmaM ft QM<Tr M tvf II 
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v-m** ft, »fti ftafr.iT < 
ft OM«ra.KMr«Rs,»o«. r,u 
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KW » e »*.»V»aftw 
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4qi ftfiXf 
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TftftVHMC 9« i*lsft>«oae 

^*c Sst.Aa«0M 
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MMrwMivac*^ 
io^T.mftUK 


|US0RiUM«S«r 

sMMieBtwfto. 


Jtxae 139? 


VtA gMC S01/3.34-.5895 


c 


.1 


'Ar^easuc Sta.es ZSCS Office 
P. 0. Hose 2781 
Xdtele BdcJc, Arkansas 72203 


Re: 

DearQ 


Financing Issuaa 

' 3 


c^i 


Thank you for apending time with ns going 
f ipancing/eash renc tenant rules, I an going to aecenp 
dovn vbac I Chink ve said for your review and coacurrancal 


'er the 
b to pub 


SibaaCloB X; Koa owns fans land and farm eguipnenc. He cash 
leasee the land bo a. partnership conpoaed o£ Ron, Bill, Frank and 
Mark (REFK Farms > . RSFK Farms leases biie eguipmeat necessary to 
farm from Ron. SBFM Farms obtains a prcduction from clja’ First 
Kacional Bank, and each partnar is personally liable bn that loasv 
As security Cor the loan, cha bank takes a lien on the parcneirship 
crops and market bcansition payments. In addition, the ba^ rakes 
a lies. o£ Ron's Cam egalnaent. Che same egalpmenc chat is being 
leased to RbFK. 

Rnswex: . We determined Chat as long as tbs eguipmenc lease 
payments warn customary and were paid in aocordance with, ike time 
period determined the county in gucstioa to be custe«a;y, that 
R9FM could count egaijimenc as its left hand oontsibution :;or both 
actively engaged requirements and to meet the xaqulreiaant of the 
cash, rent tenant rule for egripnmnc and management, 

Also, it would make no difference if Ron pledged lBnd‘<!r other 
assets for the loan as well. In acSditlon, eb«_ above ™e3 not 
adversoZy affect the nooeienaurate stano rula since all j of the 
partners are equally liable on the preductioa loan. 

Situaticn 2: Z, Inc., owned 1004 by Bon, farmed 2,0do acres 
.in Tennessee in ISSS. For ISSS, R, Ino. will farm most of the same 
land that it farmed in 2^“®^ 
individuals liave formed Ron n Frod, Tnc- These 
two corporations have called RSF Faros. BSF 



238 


Rj^SAV BRI8 GF0RT H U» 
tixsxi )uw nsx 


a^3Ii= s, 1996 

Pagra 2 

Parma ca,ab laasad 1,509 acres in louiaicma. aad sliare leased 
1,500 acres in Mississippi, esf Farms horrovs all of ii capital 
from R, Inc, and leases tiie neceeaary farm atpjipaanl; fn^ R, lac. 
R, lac. vUl pledge it* eqtilpoaac for tlia loan from a national 
bank, the proooeds of viilcli it tfill eithas use itself ot lead to 
RBF Farms. 

Aasver; we datermiaed that since aeitJter Ron nor R, Xnc. had 
any Interest: in tha crops or the crop proceeds eu'cha lands being 
farmed by HBF Faros, that tha parcaership could borrov a^J, of its 
capital and lease all of its e^ipneat from 8, Inc. and oount both 
capital and equipment as left h^d coacrlbutioaa , and that the cash 
rent tenant rule which would apply to the Louisiana lands would be 
met if maaageBcnn was prowidsd as required. 

Situation 3! From 19S7 through 1995, Ron was a trcatee and 
beneficiary {along with se-ren others) of an irrevocable trust 
created many years ago (iruat A) . Hia uncle and his uncles family 
have a similar irrevocable trust, though Ron has no intprest in 
chia trust (Trust a) . Ron farms in a parcaership (DFO Farms) that 
leases approxintacely l.SOO acres from family mesrobers oa a 50/50 
share (Family Farm) . DFS custom fanaa for Trust A and Trust B 
under an oral ar r a n gemant that provides that Che price the 
partnership raeeivee for the custom farming is SOV of tlie gross 
proceeds from the operation. This represents DFG recaivug more 
than Che cuacomary custom farming price. 

The total payments from Faaiily Farm ara 580,000. vith .VS<3 
Farms receiving SO*, or 5*0,000. The total payments reesived by 
Trust X ara ST.OOO and the. total payments received lay Trust B axe 

56.000. Thus. If DPS Faxras faztstsd the trust properties on iho sane 
Se/Bo share, it would receive a total of S4S.SQ0. While this 
figure varied from, year to year, in to year would to total exceed 

550.000. Is Chare a problem? 

Answer; Ve concluded that a Inca there was no payment 
limitaeion issue, you saw no preblem from an FSX standpoint. FBA's 
concern would have been if the custom farming rates wore being used 
to avoid tha payment limitation. In this case, it could not have 
been. 

Floase confirm chat my usderacanding o£ the above matters is 
correct. It will be real interesting to see bow the "eropl share’ 
issue is handled. As we diacaseed, ualaas there is some coBtinnity 
between counties, we are going to have different share arransementa 
being approved in some counties (and states) and being dis^lowod 
in ocher" counties in Che same state. That happened so often, as 
you recall, in the early days before many of tha generic words 
were given more precise dafxnicionn. I hope chat the CCKa let 
landlords and cenanca agree assuming no overreaching, and they all 
Scnow where overreaching i* lUeeiy to occur. 1 
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June s, 1S9S ’ 

5age 3 

TbaiOc you agala Sos- your usual good advla®. 


Very truly ycmre, 




William c. Bridgfort 
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United States 
Department of 
Apneuhiint 


Famt 

Service 

Aaeocy 


Arkersses State FSA Ofnce 
Boom S41 8,700 W. Ceditol 
Utile Rock, Adtensu 76201-3X23 
(SOI) 324-5220, Fox (S6t) 324-5835 


JaseS; 


•Williaai C. Bridgfonh. 

P. O. Box 8509 

Pine BHiff, Adotosas 71511-8509 


1995 


Dear 


MfBridgfertSi, 


This is is tospoBse to your letter (atischesl ) concerning your viait v-ithi 
payment eligibility rules. ^ 


to discuss 


Your undcratanding of ie matte addlsssed is coiteat, of course, any uoievealcd efreumstarwes 
could result in more restcietlve rulings. 




(Soi)s«-aa> FAXwmse-saw 

AM SOUAl. OPMBTUNrrT eMPtOVER 
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RAMSAY. 8RIOGFORTH; HARRECSON AND STARLING 
attorneys at law 

t^eu^OCO COiAmAm Ii aA;«mr* 'i » n ) 


W. f. C0<.VMAI« tK79-tn* 
A3.«A>miiAUT»*i»n 
AASTMUliCLtf. 

WUiAM e. •AI9«rO«¥W 
K. MAAKCUOH. KX 

3»«nc!A A KOAiNMM 
K iwiCT 

TrAjurosx •«**<» 
i .wMk M» r v **»*st 


\ t fm SHMOHS m«ar HAT^AV. AUtUhNC 

saiuAMsmsCT 
f , Q. OOX S3e» 

PINE BLUrr. ARKANSAS 7f5n-650» 

rcUAr<0W6 Sei-99S.Beao 
PASMi.938>da<M> 


MSAUnO A ttou«0 
IMUUM M'ftXtfXTQKTH 
BMl A •BIPGSUTH 
WAMf MA»4UBN 
JWN T.’srMUK« 


LetftS U MtKT 
SCWBH COWtSn. 


June 20 , 0^956 


7TA pa3: 202/720-472S 


£ 


3 


UniCad Scaces Depax:CmeBC of Agriculture 

P. 0. Box 2413 

Washiagton, D. C. 20013-2415 


Dear 


€ 


H 


im. 


Since our conversation earlier this waek conce: 
response Co my letter to Parks of June S, 1S9S, I have goj 
more facts that I ballave are highly significant. Ajl! 
focused upon earlier was the potential payment limicat 
(which we both agreed is not a problem) , and I had not £< 
the "at risk" issue which as you point out must be addrefc 


,ing Che 
j;tan some 
1 X had 
on issue 
Reused on 
sed. 


I have been told that all of Che inputs axe separately 
invoiced Co the landowner, including seed, fertilizer, and 
herbicides, and the landowner is liable for all of "these. Expenses.. 
In addition, the landowner is liable for all e:q}enses of the custom 
farmer, including fuel, oil, repairs, etc., if the agreed maximum 
payment of SOV of the gross proceeds from the farm is insuffioiont 
to cover them. Therefore, the landowner Is "at risk’ all of 
Che expenses X have, described. 

In addition, Che parties cell me that while the annual payment 
in most years does exceed the amount for which such services’ could 
be obtained, that it has always been within the range (albeit on 
the high end of the range usually) described by the ^^tension 
service in the state where this operation takes place. 


Please review this additional information and give m* 
1 should Ixave gotten all of Che facts before I wrote Par!|:i 
failed to sea this issue until you pointed it out to me 


a call. 
}, but I 
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On th,e payment limitation issue, the total amount of payments 
the producer would have received from all sources 1£ all of the 
Crust lands had been share rented to him (rather than custom farmed 
by him) in each of the years from 1389 through 1995 ^o'lld have 
been, in each year, loos thans. 

1989 - $33,750; 1990 - S31,S00; 1991 - 928,000; 1992 4 $49,000; 


1993 - $1S,000: 1994 
limitation issue. 


$32,900; 1395 - $13,730. Clearly ho payment 


Very truly yours, 

RAMSAY, SRIDGFORTH, HARRE^ON 
STARLifcS 


William C. Bridgfor 
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DATE; 

September 19,2001 

TO; 

Gregory S. Seybold 
Assutent Inspeetor General 
for Investigations 

FROM; 

James R. Little CJ^ 

Acting Administrator^ 

SUBJECT; 

Tom Dorr, Marcus, lA • - P; 




Your Memorandum dated September 5 

Bsaed on your memorandum. I dispatched an independent review team Iowa the week of 
September 10. After meeting wdih members of your staff and examining the available 
documentadon, the review team has reported their findings and rccommendatioiiS. Enclosed is a 
copy of team's report of findings and recotnmcndaiions. Accordingly, I nave instructed the State 
Executive Director in Iowa to take the acdons recommended by the team] 


Given the dme requirements associated with these types of reviews, I arn tunable to provide an 
^iproximate date when the results of these reviews can be provided. 


Attachment 
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Date: September 19. 2001 

To: James Little, Ac^ .\UiTumstrator 

Tl^rougIl: Thomas M. McCuua, . 

Director. Operations fi^Wcw and Analysis Staff 



From: 


[ 


1 


Subject! 


Tom Dorr. Marcus. lA - • Paymem LuTUCation Coacenw frS*30l-06l6'} 
Office ot' Inspector General fOIG^ Memorandum dated September 5, 2001 




Based ou the OIG memorandum and discussions with OIG personnel, an 
was dispatched to the Iowa State FS.A office on September 10. 2001, to 
obtained by OIG, address OIG concerns, and to recommend what actions, 
by FSA on this matter. The team consisted offf. 


independent re^’iew team 
rpview the intbrmation 
if ony, should be' taken 




Upon arrival ut the Iowa State FS.A Office we met with the two OIG iuvei 
familiar with the case. They shared their concerns with us and provided ui 
they had obtained. Because of the pendii^ OIG investigation, we were nej 
statements taken nromPS.A employees, but were allowed to read those st^ 


cigators who were most 
with all documencatioa 
t provided copies of any 
temenis. 


The Cherokee County farm records associated with Tom Dorr previously j-equested by OIG were in 
the possession of the Iowa Situe FSA Office. After a complete review of |hose records we visited 
the Cherokee County Office to review additional records. 

QIG Concerns 


The limited Inqwrv’ by OIG iu this matter generated several concerns. The following table outEaes 
each of OIG’s concerns and our findings related to those concerns. 
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Adiniiustfiitor. FSA 


010 

Concern 



1 

lE was ••thoughE" Ehat OIG was calloa oa Ehjs matter in 1996. 


Our 

Findings 


G. but it was never sent. | 

£ ^Ueves that£ ^ 

1 . but later decided it 

s 

The Harold E. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust set up die "e.tact sam : 

Irrevocable Family Trust was in 1996 aiui no End-oi-Year was cc r 

way as theQ 3 

ducted- 

Our 

Findings 

Based on the information available for our review, it appe i 
review of Dorris Pine Grove Ftums Co. was inititued to d s 
problems found during the End-ot-Ycur review on the tru : 
other entities associated with'Tom Dorr' s farming iiiieresE 

red that the End-of-Year 
tettuine whether 
were also related to 

9 

There are an estimated 18 panicipacing entities or individuals associates 
there tray be a problem. 

to Tom Dorr b which 

Our 

Findings 

We only identified 12 difterent entities or individuals currt 
with Tom Dorr. 

Qtly active associated 

!0 

The need for a further, in-depch revlexv of Mr. Dorr* s program participt 
review team. 

tion by an independent 

Our 

Findings 

With Mr. Dorr's possible Installation os Under Secretary t 
USDA, and the associated confinnotiOD hearings schedule 
25, 2001, there is no possible way an in-depth review cou 
September 15, 2001, 

>r Rural Development, 

1 to begin on September 

1 be completed by 

Based oa the review of the documents relating to payment limitation detennnntioDi 
individuals associated with TomDotr, it is our opinion that the bilonnadon provide 
individuals was inadequate fbr the COC to make an isfortned detemmation and the 
made by the COC cannot be supported with the documentation on file. 

Based on our concerns with the documentation on file at the State Office, we visite 
review additional documentation, including documentation fbr reconstirudons lelnc 
with Tom. Don . We fourd the documentation inadequate to support the detenain 
reconsdeurions. We also reviewed the powers-of*attomey on ffle appointing Tom 
several of the enddes and inthviduals associated with Tom Dorr. Some of these po 
were not convicted in accordance with FSA procedure. 

for tbs enddes and 
. by these enddes end 
ietenninadons already 

d the County Office to 

It g to farms associated 
ji ions made on such 

D arr attomey-in-fact far 
n ers^of-attoroey fijims 
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Adiniiusirasor. FSA 


Based oh the OUT review ot the docurnencs avaihble to us. we could not uiudc aiiy 
doing by Tom Dorr or any of the other eiuiues or individuals associated with him 
fiiUowing actions to ensure tWs matter b properly closed. 


1. .\n End-of-Year review be conducted on Dorr’s Pine Grove Farms Co. for 

Based on the findings of the review team, additional End-of-Year reviews malt 
entities or individuals associated to TomDorr Ibr those years. We.beUeve a 
Iowa FSA employees b adequate to conduct the End-ot-Year review, providi 
Ad minis trator for FarmPtograjiB review the team's recommendations betbrel 
recommendations to the COC for final determination. 


deiennination of wrong 
Hpwever, we suagest the 


tit 


year 1995 and 1994, 
be required for other 
ijeview team made up of 
the Deputy 
issuine the 


iid 


.An End-of-Year review be conducted on all entities and 'mdividuals associate^ with Tom Dorr tor year 
2000. 


3. A County Operations Review be conducted in Cherokee County, Iowa, tliat dovers payment limitation 
and reconstitution operations. Based on the findings, a determination to expand the review to AMTA 
and Price Support operations may be needed. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT Of AGRICULTURE 
fata Sarvic® Agancy 
ChatoHaa Cottniy FSA flfiics 
Cherokee. lA 51012 

County Comnltxae (testing 


Time: SiQO a.i|. 

Datai Juns 20 1996 

Placet •CnerokBi County Farm SsrwlCB Agency 


Persona presand 

HICK Thelsen, Chairaan 
chuck Lundquistt VI c e- Cha 1 man 
Richard Toiiin, (teaher 
Hlehael K. Houston, CED 


1. ADMINISTRATION 

A. Chairsas Hick Thelaeo called COO meeting to order. 

B. COC read and approved minutes of June 6, 1995. 

C. COC reviewed and approved T i A's and sp-71'6 far CDC i CED. 

D. COC dlsmssed County OlCles Awards. 

E. COO disifusead E.o.y.B progress For M.S. Dorr Tcupt. 
CONEEEVATliN 

A. COC rew.ewed and approved the following reports and took the 
eppropr..ate actlont 

1 . . " ACP • 2dS ' s with Csplratlon Date Exceeded" 2 ACP <rav 2) 
parigraphs 141 thru 143. 

2. ’'hCP-24S'S' Neither Approved Nor Disapproved" 1 ACP (rev 3) 

paragraphs 419 thru 422. 

3. "Applications Pending Approval", 

4. "Needs Determination Nat Vet Made". ■ 
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1. COC approved Keith WalKer Contract PZ2 farm » 591 Ear I year 
eytandlon. 


COC r 

# 

I4C 

COO r 
folio 

a . 

Ke 

b. 

Cr 

c . 

Ri 

£J 

Ha 

e 

To 

£- 

Ro 


Contract »14C , S3B, 80A, Para 5» 170 
•Cbntraot • Baft, 106A, Farm » 117* 
contract »HS, Farm » a*72 
Contract * 6A, Fa rn * 14S1 
Contract » S4 , Farm f 1240 
Contract * asB, Far* f 1249 


1. COC tiiBtatively approved Trapp Faros Inc. SL-4 for S2SOO 
Faro > 2889. 

2. COC rudueed Irvin Woitman excess cost/sbare aHoeatloa as per 
instruction June 7, 1996 from state Office, Faro « 1126 

St- 9. 

PRODOOTION rtEXIBItlTY 

A., COC revl iwed and assigned the fallowing yields with 3 
sialiar :arBS : 


Assigned 


Crop 

Sinilar Far«s 

r Yield 

Wheat 

3iOS p9SS p3l46 

36 

Wbeat 

3105p95S a3l46 

36 

Ba rley 

1244 

60 

Wheat 

3105,955,3:46 

36 

wtieat 

310S ,955 ,3146 

36 

Wheat 

3103,955 .3145 

36 

Wheat 

3105 .953,3146 

36 

Oats 

210,702.959 

61 

Wheat 

310S , 955 ,3 146 

35 

Wheat 

3105 , 955 .3146 

36 


4. COKPLIAUCE 

A. COC reviewed' and approved late filed certifications for. 
Far* * 403. Farm * 3166, and Farm t 941. 
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UHITSD STATES DEPAHTMEMT OF ASRICULTUHE 
Faro SarvicB Agaocy , 
Cheroltee Couoty F3A &£f'lcs 
Cberoitae. lA siax2 

County Coanittas Maetiag 


Tine: '9i00 a.n. 

Oate; Auguit 23, X99S 

Place Cheroicee County Fata Service Agency 


Persons prenentc 

Hick Tbslaen, cnairoan 
CkueJ; Aundgulat, Vlce-Cnalrnan 
Sleberc Toltls, Bsnber 
Klchael V. Hauaton, CED 


i; ADHINISTBATXON 

A. Chalraan Mick Theleea called coc neetlag to order, 

B. OOC read end approved nlnutes o£ August 12, 193S. 

C. COC reviewed and approved T 4 A's and SF-Tl's for COC * CED. 

D. COC reviewed and eoapleted Land Value Survey F5A-32e accordln 
to AFIDA-X4. See Exhibit X. 

E. COC reviewed LD-9 and LD*xa Sheep Sefarandum. 

F. coc reviewed PF'33 Establishing Receivables for 199S 
Deficiency Ovsrpaynents' Cherokee bas no wnest or oat 
deficiency overpaynenta. 

G. coc levlawed possible buyout procedure and latest FAX on 
Reduction In Force. 

H. COC reviewed FI-36. 

I. COC reviewed Political Activity under the Hatch-Act. 
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COKSSRVATIQl^ 


A. COC rfeviiweti and appraved Ths fallowing rsporns and took the 
appropriate action.- 

1. "Acp-HS'a with Expiration Date Exceeded" t ACP (raw 2) 
paragraphs Idl tnru 141. 


"ACP 
ps re 


24S's- Heitbar Approved Kor DlBapproved" l ACP (rev 3) 
Jrapba 419 thru 422. 


"Applloatlana fending Approval". 


'’Heeds Oeteralnation Hot Yet Hade”. 


B . AHA- cod reviewed end approved request for actendloa on 


Wf3, Ed 
waiting 


CRP 
1 


SBltb Earn • 3232 to Oscoaber 31, 1998. Producer is 
for aluolaua drop design iron MSCS. 


COC reviewed and approved revision for early out requests 
for tbs fallowing: 


Earvin Brown 
.oweil Allen 


Fera • 14Si Contract m 6A 89.3 acres 
Farm * 607 Contract # Sic 


2. COC reviowed and approved a request to not prorate froa 
Stewart Custafson, Farm « 895 Contract • lOB. 

3. COC Reviewed soil rental rates and deteralned Ho ebanga and 
negative report sbould be submitted. 


0. 

COC apf 

roved a request 

for cencellatlon of 

WPS 

Farm t 


previou 

sly approved by 

NRCS. 






E. 

ACF-EA> 

(Fund' Code 60) 








1. COC ! 

reviewed and epproved 

tbe following 

ACP. 

BAN* 


a . s 

louqiee Bbel 

Fara 


3481 

Stl 

6 

763.00 


b. j 

rayns Prunty 

Fa ra 

* 

3217 

Stl 

S 

396.00 


c . 1 

lary K Villlaas 

Fara 

« 

1317 

SL4 

S 

066 .00 


PBOOUCtrok FAEAraiLITY 


A. COC re| 
recQbs 


irlewed abd approved County Coaslttee reports on 
Cltntions CEO bad prevlonsly approved. 


Ire, 8: 


EOYR 

A, COC dljscuesed progress on End of Year Review on H.C. Ours 


sally Trust. 
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S. A. Naxt se^tlB? date la Saptesbsr 
8. Ko further buslceas. 

C. COC ad^Quraed at lli3C a. a. 



Couaty- Executive Director 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AORICULTORE ' 
Farm Service Agency 
Cherokee Gounry FSA Office- 
Cherokee., lA 51012 

County Connaittee Meeting 

REGULAR SESSION 


Time; 9:00 a.*, 

Data; Novembei 14, 1996 

Place: Cherokee County Farm Service Agency 


Persons present : 


Mick Theisen. Chairman , 

Chuck Lundcuist, Vice-Chairman 
Richard Tolzin, Member 
Michael W. Houston, CED 


1. ADMINISTRATION 

A. Chairman Mick Theisen called meeting to order, 

B. COC read and approved minutes of October 31, 1996. 

C. COC reviewed and approved T & A's and SF-71 'b for COC & CED. 

D. COC reviewed election and slate of Nominees. Ballots will be In 
the mail on November 15, 1996. 

E. COC adjourned to Executive Session. 

2, CCa^SERVATlON 

A. COC reviewed and approved the following reports and took the 
. appropriate action: 

1. "ACf-245'8 with Expiration Date Exceeded" 2 ACP (rev 2) 

paragraphs 141 thru 143 . 

2, "ACP-24S'a- Neither Approved Nor Disapproved" 1 ACP (rev 3) 

paragraphs 419 thru 422. 

3. "Apblieatlons Pending Approval". 

4, "Needs Determination Not Yet Made". 
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B. COC ceviewad and appcovad tha following 2CP; 


1 . 

2 . 

3. 


Fans # 
Farm # 
Fans # 


1360 

?27S 

752 


KC4 

EC4 

EC4 


$640 

S4180 

^3434 


C, ANA 


1 . COC apotoved a request to change from- broadbass terrace to 
grass back slope for Farm # 2889 , 


3 . RISK MANAGEMpr 


A. NAP- COC, 
Cherokee 


were informed that after the hay survey was compiled; 
has less than a 35% loas; and therefore is ineligible. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Fam Service Agency 
Gherokaa County FSA Office 
Cherokee. lA' 51012' ' 

County Coaimittea Meeting 

REGULAR SESSION 


Tima; S.'OQ a.m. 

Date: DecenbecS, 1996 

Place: Cherokee County Farm Service Agency 


Peraons praspnt; 

liick Theisan, Chairman 
Chuck Lundquiat, Vice-Chairman 
Richard Toizin, Member 
Michael W. Houston, CED 


administration 

A. Chalrm^: 

B. COC ra 

C. COC re 


,n Mick Theisen called meeting to order. 

,id and approved minutes of November 14, 1996. 
viewed and approved T & A'a and SF-Il's for COO & CED. 


Di COC opened and counted Ballots. Richard Toizin refrained from 

t articipating since he was up for reeleotion, CED and P.A, 
obbie Klasohen assisted in the election. 

After the election ws completed' COC determined Richard Toizin 
was reelected to COC. 


2. CONSERVATION 


A. COG re 
■ approp: 


lyiewed and approved the follovdng- reports and took the 
late action; 


1. “ACi>-24S's with Expiration Date Exceeded' 2 ACP (rev 2) 
pa::Bgraph8 141 thru 143. 

2. “ACj’-24S‘s* Neither Approved Nor Disapproved" 1 ACP (rev 3) 
paragraphs 419 thru 422. 

3. “Applications Pending Approval'. 

4. 'Nseda Determination Not Yet Made'. 
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B . COC met 

C. COC revili 
COC appr 

D. EQUIP me 
at 1:30 


3. EOYR 


id.1 

ews 

ovs 

eti 

Ip.m. 


manf from Farm # 3387. 
Lon office on Dec. 10th 


A. COC mat) with Tom Dorr at 10:00 a.m. concerning M.G. Dorr Irr, 


Family 


ITrust. COC had review E.O.Y.R. commltteea tecoBmenda: 


.aarlierj. COC ware eonosrned about relaying another eoamittei 
decieicn without having the knowledge of how they based theij 
daoiaicn. COC explained to Mr. Dorr that they were re^uestli 
that the EQYS, committee explain to the COG and Mr. Dorr thali 
finding a 

4. COMMON PROqHAMS 

A. COC ravljewed and approved Reconstitutions A70001 thru A70009. 

B. COC ravilewed and approved the following Transfers: 


1 . Farm 

2 , Farm 


5507 
i 3489 


Plymouth County to Cherokee Co. 
Cherokee County .to Plymouth Co . 


160 acres 
320 acres 


S PROGRAM FLEXIBILITY CONTRACTS 


A. COC reviewed and approved change of shares between Kenneth 
Stellistt and Dennis Stallish. Shares were SO/SO and now 
ere 100% to Kenneth. Dennis has hean on a long vacation 
and no one has seen him for months. According to knowledge of 
COC , OeMia does take extended vacations , sometimes up to 


two yea:^a. 
WOOL 


COC approved change in shares. 


A. COC were informed the last Sheep referendum is being audited 
. by A.M.S. 

OTHER BUSniESS 

A. Next meeting date is Dacembet 19. 1996 

B. No further business. 

C. COC adj'iurned at 1:00 p.m. ' 




'County Executive Director 





Coosar 

Chairperson 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Farm Service Agency 
Cherokee Govmty ESA Office • 
Cherokee.-. lA 51012 

County Conaaittee Meeting 

REGUI^ SESSION 


Tiae: 9:00 a.m. 

Date: Dacembaf 19. 1996 

Place: Cherqkaa County Earn Service Agency 


Persons presani:; 

Mick Theisen; Chairman 

Chuck Lundquist, Vioe-Chairman 

Richard Tolzin, Member 

Michael W. Houston. CED 

Gary Venneman. District Director 


1 . ADMINISTRATION 

A. Chairmar Mick Thsisan called meeting to order. 

B. COC reac and approved minutes of December 5, 1996. 

C. COC reviewed and approved T & A's and SE-71 'b for COC & CSD, 

D. COC welcomed District Director Gary Venneman, Gary introduced 
' himself end gave the COC some of his backgroitnd. 

E. COC discussed the reduction in force briefly. 

2. AG CREDIT 

A. COC adjourned to executive session, 

3. C0NSERVATI3N 

A, COC revis-wed .and approved the following reports and took the 
appropriate action: 

1. ”ACP-24S'a with Expiration Data Exceeded* 2 AGP (rev 2) 

paragraphs -141 thru 143. 

2. 'ACI-245’s- Neither Approved Nor Disapproved' 1 ACP (rev 3) 

par agraphs 419 thru 422. 

3. ‘Apiilioations Pending Approval*,. 

4. 'Neuds Determination Hot Yet Made". 
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B,,COC raviawed an approved the .following' SOP,-- ACB ..an EQIP 
ajctenaioa requesta. 

1. Brad Coburn, Farm # 2752 EC4, terrace- repair 

2. D. James DsWitt, Farm jf2395, EC4. terrace repair 

3. HarryjHellmaa, Farm # 541, EC4. terrace repair 

4. Mary K. Williams, Farm # 13-17, KC4, terrace repair 

5. Kevin Parcel, Farm # 3213 SL4, terrace 

6. Chucitl Miemold , Farm # 3081, WP3 , 'waterway 

7. Mary K. 'Williams. Farm # 1317, SL4, terrace 

8. Larry Trapp,. Farm # 2889, S14, terrace 

9. HaaaL Springer, Farm # 1127, WP3, waterway 

10. Tyrone Artz , , Farm # 3451, SL4, terrace 

11. Donald Johannsen. Farm # 1516, terrace 

12. Irv Woltman, Farm t 1126, SL4, terrace 


COC rev: 
January 
Canter . 


■ijewed and discussed December 10, 1996 EQIP meeting. 
21 , 1997 . Public EQIP meeting at Cherokee Comaunity 


15. COC reviewed and approved additional extent for Farm # 2555. 
E. CRP 


1. COC 
far 


IP Signups for the following 


a. 8 acres 

b. 

2. COC e until January or 

Feb 

4. lOXR 


A. COC reviewed and dlaeussad M,G. Dorrs Irr. Family Trust with 

Distridt Director, Gary Venneaan. COC then, met with Kevin Taylor 
as member of the EOYR committee. 

COC renewed the reconmeadatioaB of the EOYR committee and 
detarmlned to accept their recommendationa and M.G. Dorr Irr 
Family I Trust was in violation of shares. GBP is to inform ■ 
Trustee. Tom Dorr: that the EOTR would not meat with to 
explain their findings. Therefore the COC wanted to make their 
decisipn 'and give Mr. Dorr his appeal rights so all patties 
could proceed 


COMMON PEjOGEAMS 

A. COC celviewed and approved Reconstitutions A70Q19 thru 
A7003q. 


B. COC .El 
Charoki 


aviewed in 'Transfer from Woodbury County Farm it 5(195 to 
' ee Co, Harm it 3575 110 acres. 



County 'Sxec'u'Cita Director 


County Committee 
Cheirpereon 
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JA USOA-ASCS Pr«sp6r&dj 0-23-9^ 
•RQKEe : AMNUAL JRV&Y OP COUNfY FARMLAND V UES AS OF: ■ a-29^9b 
)Ort lOi ,OaA4U2-HOt!|. PASEl i 


VALUES (Per Acre) 

LOW 

AVERAGE 

HIGH 

PCI 

ifiU 

0 

0 ■ 

Q 


'Pland 

2,UU0 

2.S$Q 

3.3S0 

100% 

hfl Land 

‘ 700 

OOQ 

SOU 

100% 

IS 

VOD 

800 

90a 

100% 


5. Influence of Noijagriouliruriil Value: NONE 

6. Comments: 

ECENT LAND SALES OR LACK OF LAND FOR SALE HAS DRIVEN CASK RENT EXtREMELY HIGH 
3H CASH GRAIN PRICE;! HAS EFFECTED TH6 ABOVE' SITUATION 

7. PcsTcent of crop .and renred G0:t 

8. Of the above ra ited cropland bO^t is cash rented* 

2D% ifi share rented. 

, O’t is rented thru other arran<;iemer»ts . 

9. Percent of graaLng land rented S% 

‘ . Of the above ranted qra^lng land 9S% is cash rented, 

S% ie AUM ranted, 

U% Is ranted thru ether arraojoaments . 

TYPICAL CASH RENT Cpar acreV AVERAGE 

CASH RENT EQUIVALENT CASH RENT 

11. irrlgA’tod Cropland 0 o 

12. Nonirrigated Cropland 12S 0 

13. Pasture or Grazlnq Land 30 0 

14. Comments: 


REPORT PREPARATION 

IS. Sources consulted in the preparation of this, report were’. 
Personal Knowledge of local land merKe’t 
County Office Committee 
Local real esrate professional 
Last years report 

IS. Comments! 


LTI'Time spent in qompletton of the survey, in minutes:. 6Q 
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UNITED STATES CEPA8TNENT OF AORICULTUHE 
Psrn Ssrvic® Agsncy 
CEsrokes County FSA Ofil'ce 
Cberoltee, lA Sioia 

County Connlttae Hosting 


liBB ! 
Data 1 
Places 


Persona pressajit 

HICK Thelsas, Cheiraan 
cnucK Lundqulsti Vi. ce- CUa 1 rna n 
RioBarn toX-lln, HemOer 
Michael N. Houston, CED 


9i00 a.i|. 

June 20 I 1996 

■CheroKei County Pam Service Agsncy 


ADMINISTRATION 

A. ChalrBai HloK Thelssn called COC Beating to order. 
e. COC read and approved ninutes ol June 6, 1996. 

C. 000 revleued and approved T £ a's and SP-71'e 5dr COC 4 CEO. 

D. COC dlsiussed County OCIlde Awards. 

E. COC disituased E.o.Y.B progress Eor M.C. Dorr Trupt. 


CONSERVATI 


On 


COC raw 


appropriate action: 


1 . "AOP 


awed and approved the following reports and tooK the 


265*0 with Expiration Date Exceeded" 2 ACF (rev t) 


parigraphs 141 thru 143. 

2. " ACP- 24S ' a- Neltner Approved Nor Disapproved" 1 AOP (rev 3) 

paragraphs 4is thru 422. 

3. "Appilcatlung Pandlog Apprevel". 

4. "Ne^ds Oeteretnation Not Vet Hade". 
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B. CRP 

1. COC approved Keith WaiKer' Contract pza fara if 991 £or 1 year 
esttendion. 

2. COC rfViewea and approved revision Kendaii Grauer Contract 
# idC, -638 S 80A Farn » 170 doe to death al Ownec. 

J, COC rfviBued and approved baying and grailng eor. the 
folloi'lng £arma: ■ 

a. Ksidall Orauer- Contract *ldC, 63B, 80A, Fara # 170 
h. Grig Forasaan Est.Cbntraet • bsa, lOaA, Farm « 1174 

c. Rii’hard Knapp- Contract «11S, Farm « 2472 

d. Marvin Broun- contract * SA, Farm ♦ 14S1 

a. Toil Earl Flanigan Contract # S4. Farm f 1240 

f. Roiilo Frank Contract » asB, Farm » 1249 

c. ACP 

1, COC timtatively approved Trapp Farms Inc. SL-4 for S3S00 
Farm if 2839. 

2. COC riidueed Irvin Woltman excess coat/shace allocation aa per 
Instruction June 7, 199B From State D££lee, Farm * 1126 

St- 9. 

3. PRODOCnON rtEXlBItlTY 

A. COC raviuuad and assigned the follnwlng yields with 3 
slat la r re rms : 


Tara L 

Ceop 

SlSLlIar Farms 

A.ssigaed 
, Yield 

338 

Wheat 

3105 p955 p3l46 

36 

377 

Wheat 

3105 p95S .3148 

36 

1448 

Ba rle)^ 

1244 

60 

2S8S 

Wheat 

3105 ,9S5 , 3148 

36 

Z59S 

Wheat 

3105,955 p3146 

38 

2693 

Wheat 

3105,955 .3148 

38 

2952 

Wheat 

3105 .955^3148 

38 

2975 

Oats 

210 .702 ,9S9 

ai 

3237 

Wheat 

3105,955.3146 

36 

3453 

Wheat 

3105 , 355 .3146 

36 


4. COKPtlAMCI 

A, COC revlieued and approved late Filed eertiFications lax t 
Farm « 4I03. Farm « 316S, and Farm e 941. 
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OKITED STATES DEPARTHENT OF AOHICULTUSE 
Faro Service Ajency . ^ 

. ChecoKee Couiity FSA dfF'lce 
Cheroliss, lA 51012 

County CoasiittaB Kaetlng 


tiasi SiOOia.m.. 

DatSi Augui't 29 , 1996 

Place! . Cher|leas County Fata Service Agency 


Persona present; 

Kick Tkeisen, caairaan 
Cnuck Eundgulst. VI cb - C ba 1 man 
Rletaard Tallin, aember 
Hlekael W. Hauston, CED 


1', ADHIKZSTjRATiON 

A. Cfaelraan Mick Ttaelses eallen COC nesting to order, 

B. COC read end approved ainutes a£ August 12, 1996. 

C. COC reviewed and approved T A A*s end SF'Tl'a For COC A CEO. 
n. COC reviewed and eoapleted Land value Survey FSA'326 according 


to AF 


IOA-14. See Exhibit 1. 


S, COC reviewed LD-S and LD>10 Sheep Eeferendun. 

F. COC reviewed PF-33 Establishing Heceivablss for i99S 
Deficiency Overpaynents- Cherokee has no wheat or oat 
deficiency overpayneats. 

G. COC levlawed possible buyout procedure and latest FAX on 
Reduction Is Force. 

H. COC I'BVlewed Fl-36. 

I. COC Fsviewed Political Activity under the Hatch-Act. 
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C0NSESSVATI08 

A. coc rsviiwed and ipprovsa the fallowing rapofts ana toalt the 
appropriite actios,- 


1. ''ACp-24S's with Expiration Date Exceedea"' 2 ACP (rev 2) 

pa rasraphs ' 141 thru 1*3. 

2. '’ACP-!45's- Neither Approved Nor DlBapproved" 1 ACP (rev 3) 

perairaphs *19 thru *22, 

3. "Appllaatlaiia Peadla? Approval". 

*. "Neada Determination Not Yet Hade". 

S. ANA- COC reviewed and approved request for extension on 

VPS, Ed Smith Farm • 3232 to Oeceaher 3i, 1999. Produce; is 
waitinq For aiuninua drop design Froa NSCS. 

C. CRP 

1. COC J-Bviawed and approved revision For eariy ont requests 
For the Foiiouing: 


a . Earvin Brown 
h, Loweii Alien 


Para • 1451 Contract a SA 89.3 acres 
Farm « 607 Contract * 510 


2. COC teviowed and approved a request to not prorate From 
stawirt Gustafsoo, Farm B 696 Contract * lOB. 

3. COC reviewed soil rental rates and deternined No ehanqs and 
negative report should ha sunmitted. 

Q. COC approved a request for cBDceiiaxion oF vpS Farm B 34S1. 
previou|sly approved by NBCS. 


E. ACP-EAN (Fund' Coda 60) 


1 . COC 


reviewed asd approved the Foilowlng ACF-EAN; 


a. Dougiss Bhei 

b. Wayne Prunty 

c. Hary k Wiiiiaas 


Farm B 3481 
Farm * 3217 
Farm * 1317 


Stl 

SOI 

SL4 


S 793.00 
S 396.00 
5 866.00 


3. PaOOilCTIQN FtEXISILITY 


A. COC re 
reconsi 


viewed aiid approved County Coaoittee reports os 
citutionB CEO had prsvloUBiy approved. 


4. EtJYB 


A. COC di| 
Irr 


Iscussed progress on End of Year Review on M.e. Derr 
Bally Trust. 



267 



268 


Ejthibic 1 

JA USDA-ASCS Pr*sp6r&dJ 

= RQKe£ • ANNUAL JRV6Y OF COUNTY FARMLAND UES AS QFJ • a-29^gb 


jor-t lO: .0SA4U2-fia01 




PAGE! 

i 

Code! 13 Coui 

FARMLAND AND MARKE' 

ity Code! 035 

■ values CPar 

Feoruary 1 , 

Acre! LOW 

i'9'9fe 

average 

HIGH 

PCI . 

1 , Irr igated Cropl; 

iifid 

0 

0 ■ 

Q 


2. Nonirriqated Cri 

/plane] 

2«UUO 

2/6&D 

3 . 3SU 

100% 

3. Pasture or Sraa 

ing Land 

VQO 

OOQ 

9CJU 

100% 

4. Woodland on f^ar? 

ns 

VOD 

' 800 

900 

100% 


5. In-Fluencfe of Nonaprioulturai Value; NONE 

6. Comments; 

iCENT LAND SALES QR LACK OF LAND FOR SALE HAS DRIVEN CASH REN'f EXtREMELY HIGH 
3H CASH GRAIN PRXCEi) HAS EFFECTED THE ABOVE' SITUATION 


7. Percent of crcpLand rented S0% 

S. of the above re i tec cropland 80% is cash rented/ 

20% ie share rented < 

V 0% is rented thru other arranfi/ements. 

9i Percent of grazing land rented S% 

’ . Qf the above rented qrailnj:) land 95% is cash rented, 

S% ie AUM rented, 

U% is rented thru ctner arrangements. 

TYPICAL. CASH RENT (per acrel- AVERAGE 

CASH RENT EQUIVALENT CASH RENT 

11. Irrlgatacl Cropland 0 0 

I2> Nonirrigated Cropland 12S 0 

13. Feature or erazjlng Land 30 0 

14. Cofmpgnte; 


REPORT PREPARATION 

15. Sources consulted in the preparation of this, report were; 

Personal Knowledge of local land merKe't 
County Office Committee 
Local real esrate professional 
Last years report 

16. Comments} 


171 ‘Time spent in cjomoletton of the survey* in minutes: 80 



Flt£D 9/6/2D02 3:14:57 PM, USDC, Southern DIsliicI of Iowa 
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TEL N9: 5iS^B4e2^4 


IN THE UNITED STATES I^STRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOiriHBW DISTRICT OF IOWA 
CENTRAL DIVISION 



In coiTq>lianc£ with this Comt's Order of August 13, 2002, deftndaot has 
submitted the uniedacted audio taps and letter whidi are being sou^ by plaintiff in their FOIA 
request. The Court has now cMtducted an in camera inspection and trnds that both the audio tape 
and the letter should be produced to plaintiff. The letter should be produced in an uniedaeted 
^srm. The O lurt aj^oves die redaction, of the brief reference m the audio tape that refers to 
Don's {ntra>£ milial relationships. 

rris SO ORDERED. 


Dated this 6^ day of September, 2002. 





DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

April 27, 2005 
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Statement of Senator Thad Cochran 


Senate Committee on Agriculture, 

Nutrition, and Forestry 

April 27, 2005 

Mr. Chairman, thank you for holding this hearing. I am 
pleased to welcome Mr. Tom Dorr to the Committee today and 
congratulate him on his nomination to serve as Under Secretary of 
Agriculture for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven to be a dependable and resourceful 
leader at the Department and his expertise in agriculture has 
proven to be a valuable asset during his service over the past four 
years at the Department of Agriculture. 

The Rural Development Agency plays an important role in 
helping rural communities improve economic opportunities for 


their residents. 
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The Rural Development Agency also assists rural 
communities in gaining access to communication and broadband 
technologies that provide valuable educational and economic 
benefits. I look forward to working with Mr. Dorr on the programs 
that are administered by the Rural Development Agency. 
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Opening Statement of Senator Talent 
Thomas Dorr 

Under Secretary for Rural Development 
April 27, 2005 


Mr. Chairman, Thank you for holding this hearing and thank you to our 
witness. Rural Development at USDA provides essential services to 
communities in Missouri. 

I support your nomination to be Under Secretary for Rural Development and 
I look forward to working with you in your new capacity. 

I have one question for our witness today: Just a few weeks ago, the Wall 
Street Journal ran an article that clearly demonstrated the impact of ethanol 
and biodiesel on rural America. Mr. Dorr, you know this. It has been a 
tremendous economic boon to small communities in Missouri and across the 
country. 

The Bioenergy Program was established in the 2002 farm bill. This program 
had a tremendous impact on the growth and expansion of renewable fuels by 
providing hundreds of millions of dollars to producers for increasing ethanol 
and biodiesel production. 

The FY 2005 appropriations bill approved Program funding of $100 million. 
The President’s 2006 budget proposes to continue to limit the CCC 
bioenergy incentive program, to $60 million instead of $ 1 50 million 
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provided by the Farm Bill. I’m sure it was an effort to reduce the overall 
cost of the farm bill, but funding for bioenergy in FY07 was not authorized. 

Once confirmed, I would like to work with you on efforts to extend and 
continue to fond this important program. While the program is not 
administered through your mission area, renewable fuels are vastly 
important to rural America. 
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Home Grown 

In Midwest Investment Boom, 

Corn-to-Fuel Plants Multiply 

Betting on Ethnnol, Farm Towns 
Gain Jobs and New Hope, 

But They Risk Overdoing It 
Road Show in the Local Gym 

By SCOTT KILMAN 

Staff Kei>orter of THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
March 9, 2005; Page A I 

NEVADA, Iowa - Truck driver Dean Rogers made the biggest investment of his 
life last year. He scraped together $25,000 for a stake in a plant to turn corn into 
a gasoline substitute called ethanol. 

"It's a big chunk of change,” said the 61-year-old Mr. Rogers, who has spent a 
quarter-century driving from farm to farm delivering fuel. Tapping a bandaged 
finger on his stenciled work shirt, he added, 'Tm hoping it will be a big part of my 
nest egg." 

Mr. Rogers is among thousands of farmers, teachers, storeowners, retirees and 
others who have raided their savings and borrowed money to join the biggest 
investment movement in rural America in decades. Driven in part by hopes of 
reviving weak local economies, the investors, together with rural lenders, are 
pouring billions of dollars into ethanol plants. 

Ethanol - which is distilled from corn essentially the way moonshine is -- is 
blended into gasoline, both stretching the fuel's supply and making it burn 
cleaner. So far, the business is booming. With the price of gasoline up, so is 
ethanol's, 40% in two years. The Chicago Board of Trade is about to launch a 
futures contract in ethanol. Midwestern plants built by farmers' co-ops and private 
companies, at a cost of $50 million to $125 million each, now are showering their 
hometown investors with benefits. 

In Oakley, Kan., population 2,173, a plant called Western Plains Energy has 
created 30 jobs. Open just over a year, it has already paid its investors $2 million 
in dividends. The town's lumberyard has reopened, a new bank has come in, the 
truck stop is remodeling and people are fixing up homes. 

Rushing to get aboard, other communities are offering tax deferrals, building 
roads to plant sites and floating bond issues for construction. Banks eager to 
support their communities are offering loans to buy stock, sometimes not 
requiring the investors to put up any money of their own. The result is that 25 
new ethanol plants are under construction, adding to an existing 83, a third of 
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which are themselves less than three years old. In Minnesota, a single builder 
has 42 more new plants on the drawing board. 

"I've never seen people so excited," says LaVon Schiltz, director of the 
economic-development council in the Iowa town of Nevada. Jeff Broin, who 
builds ethanol plants from Sioux Falls, S.D., calls it "a bit like a gold rush." 

But will it last? Ethanol's price is closely tied to that of gasoline and thus to the 
price of crude oil - currently high, but volatile and hard to predict. Ethanol plants 
have little pricing power in case the cost of their raw material, corn, goes up. 
Because ethanol usually costs more to make than gasoline, its usage depends 
heavily on federal incentives and clean-air legislation - which could change. An 
earlier ethanol boom, in the 1980s, largely fizzled when oil prices fell. 

Above all, the frenzy of plant building could outstrip demand, creating a glut that 
would leave some farmers and townspeople with too little income to pay 
investment debts. At the current rate of construction, by year-end the U.S. will 
have the capacity to turn out four billion gallons of ethanol annually. Energy 
Department economists don't see the need for that much ethanol for another five 
years. 

"Production is growing faster than demand," says Martin Andreas, a senior 
adviser at Archer-Daniels-Midland Co. Tellingly, the commodity giant, which is 
the biggest ethanol producer of all, has no plans to add capacity. Credit-rating 
agency Standard & Poor's calls the industry "highly speculative." 

The idea of running cars partly on corn-derived alcohol has been a dream in the 
rural Midwest for three decades. The advantages include new markets for corn, 
reduced dependence on foreign oil and even environmental gains, since it's a 
renewable fuel (although raising corn burns energy, too). It's a tempting concept 
to fading farm communities long squeezed by flat grain prices and ever-rising 
costs, particularly since new technology makes small ethanol plants affordable. 

At a time when few Americans want a new oil refinery in their backyards, these 
rural ethanol plants get an eager welcome. 

The plants mix corn and water into a mash, add enzymes that turn starch to 
sugar, cook the batch and then ferment it with yeast. They leave behind liquid 
ethanol plus solids called distillers' grains. The operators sell the solids for 
livestock feed and ship the ethanol off to fuel distributors to be mixed with 
gasoline. 

The resulting blend is higher in oxygen and burns more completely, thus polluting 
the air less. The U.S. Clean Air Act requires areas with the worst pollution to use 
clean-burning blends. Some once used fuel with an additive called MTBE that did 
the same thing, but several states banned it because of groundwater-pollution 
concerns -- a boost to ethanol. The U.S. also gives gasoline distributors a partial 
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tax exemption for adding ethanol, and a law in one state, 
Minnesota, requires its use. In all, ethanol makes up nearly 
3% of U.S. motor fuel. 

! Wall Street has little to do with this decidedly grass-roots 
■ investment boom. Residents crowd into firehouses and 
i gymnasiums for presentations, often by farmers, about 
: plants with names like Tall Corn Ethanol and Amaizing 
Energy. Some listeners never bought stock before. 

I Prospectuses list how long directors have been married, 

' church affiliations and hobbies, "Enjoys singing in a 
barbershop quartet,” says one. 

- When a group of farmers here in Nevada (pronounced na- 
; VAY-da) held a meeting about building a plant, the 
! community center filled with a crowd that included Terry 
Branstad, Iowa's governor from 1983 to 1999. All $38 million 
of shares in the business, Lincolnway Energy LLC, sold in 53 days. Buyers 
included a tractor mechanic, a school-bus driver and the ex-governor, who says 
he invested $25,000. 

The businesses aren't publicly traded, but their shares change hands through 
services that keep track of who wants to sell and who wants to buy. Prices of 
some shares roughly doubled last year. Some offerings, organized by farmers' 
co-ops, are open only to active farmers. 

Those who invested in the Midwest Grain Processors plant in Lakota, Iowa, 
population 255, reaped $5 million in dividends last year. That was a 25% return 
on their two-year-old investment. 

"By raising a bulk commodity like corn, this town had been at the lowest end of 
the value chain, Now we're in the energy business," says banker Jim Bollig at 
Farmers & Traders Savings Bank in nearby Bancroft, Iowa. He says the bank 
made loans to about 30 farmers, of up to $40,000 each, to buy ethanol-plant 
stock. 

A little of the new wealth trickled down to Spa Dee Dah in Bancroft, which 
charges $55 for a men's facial and $45 for ear candling, a wax-removal 
technique. "Ethanol is great for us," says owner Deb Goche, who launched her 
spa after the plant opened. 

Successes like these are tempting farmers who've just about given up on raising 
grain in the face of rising export competition from low-cost places like Brazil. The 
crop subsidies that in some years provide most of farmers' profit also appear 
threatened. The Bush administration wants to cut some for budget reasons and 
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has also signaled a willingness to curb subsidies to win a World Trade 
Organization accord on other matters. 

"Buying shares in an ethanol plant has to make more sense than trying to make a 
living on $1 .80 [per bushel] corn," said farmer Brian Wrage as he sipped coffee at 
a truck stop in Lincoln, III. He and a group of other farmers are crisscrossing 
Illinois seeking investors in a plant to be called lllini Bio-Energy. They hope to sell 
$33 million of stock in it and borrow $50 million more. 

Mr. Wrage, 51, who spends spare time giving out Gideon Bibles outside schools, 
says he is putting $100,000 in the shares. Of that, $80,000 will come from a loan. 
He knows he could lose it, and that "would be devastating." But he says farming 
has accustomed him to taking risks; it costs him $500,000 a year to farm his 
1 ,375 acres, and many things beyond his control can waste his best efforts. 

At one of his presentations, 50 farmers filled a golf-course banquet room at 
Auburn, III., on a recent icy night. A banker stood up to say he’d brought forms for 
people to apply for loans of up to $100,000 to become investors. 

The room fell silent as Mr. Wrage laid out the forecast: a 19% return on 
stockholders' investment in the second year of plant operation, rising to 24% by 
the fourth year. "This is not a fairy tale," he said. Nobody challenged him. 

The forecast came from Christianson & Associates, an accounting firm in 
Willmar, Minn., that has advised more than 35 investor drives for ethanol plants. 

It compiled the outlook from data the plant organizers supplied, such as 10-year 
averages of corn and ethanol prices. 

Its forecasts don’t account for how the plant-building boom might drive prices and 
profits down by increasing supply. 'We take their price data and put it into our 
model," says John Christianson, 44, principal of the firm. A one-page disclaimer 
in the 108-page stock offering says the firm didn’t evaluate underlying 
assumptions. "We aren’t going to the level of examining or giving an opinion on 
the forecast," Mr, Christianson says, 

Mr. Wrage says organizers use the forecast "to show farmers why we think it is a 
good investment.... I honestly, truly believe in the forecast. I see it as a 
minimum." 

Also guiding the Illinois farmers was Jack Porter, a professional ethanol-stock 
pitchman who books meeting rooms, places ads and prints handouts. A former 
seed-corn executive, the solidly built 64-year-old from Omaha, Neb., knows his 
audiences. He tells them homegrown ethanol is good both for their bank 
accounts and for America, whose oil thirst entangles it with unfriendly nations. 
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Mr. Porter is on retainer for a builder deeply involved in the ethanol boom: 
Minnesotan Ron Fagen, who sits atop a network of ventures that do everything 
from building and running plants to working on financing and marketing. A bear 
of a man with a droopy mustache, Mr. Fagen, 56, operates from an office next 
to the only stoplight in Yellow Medicine County in southwest Minnesota. At 
opening ceremonies for new ethanol plants, he often buzzes the scene in his 
World War ll-era P-51 Mustang fighter plane. 

Mr. Fagen says he's currently building 12 ethanol plants and planning 42 more, 
and his business's annual revenue has grown fivefold in four years to $300 
million. He admits there's a chance all the expansion could create a glut. But he 
says he's been hearing that warning "ever since I built my second plant," and it 
hasn't come true. 

Scouts help Mr. Fagen find new places to build. Albert City, Iowa, population 709, 
has long been shrinking. Despite an upbeat sign on the road into town - "Visit 
Albert City: How Swede it is" - the town's farm-equipment dealer went out of 
business last year and the high school closed. Crops grow in an industrial park 
that didn't attract a single tenant. 

But to a Fagen scout, Albert City had the essential elements for an ethanol plant: 
productive corn farms all around, a tall grain elevator, a railroad line and a 
natural-gas line for energy. Now Mr. Fagen is about to start building a $125 
million investor-owned plant that will bring in 45 jobs paying an average of 
$40,000 a year, higher than the town average. Officials hope young families will 
move in and build what would be the first new houses in town in decades. 

Says Mr. Fagen: "We're changing the economy of the Corn Belt." 

It's true in more than one way. Ethanol plants will consume about 12% of the 
corn harvested by U.S. farmers last fall. An ethanol plant can draw in most of the 
corn grown for tens of miles around. That means farmers don’t haul it to the local 
grain elevator for marketing, and a grain elevator that doesn't get grain is in 
trouble. Fighting back, the farmer-owned elevator in Nevada decided it would be 
the one that built an ethanol plant here, before somebody else did. 

The country's largest farmer-owned cooperative, however, sees mostly risk when 
it comes to ethanol. At the co-op, CHS Inc., Chief Executive John Johnson says, 
"I think it is very likely the Midwest will be overbuilt soon," 

A bill that nearly cleared Congress in 2003 would have required the oil industry, 
by the year 2012, to use five billion gallons of ethanol annually. But that level of 
production may be reached in as soon as two years. Now, some ethanol-industry 
lobbyists are floating the idea of a federal mandate to use eight billion gallons a 
year. Oil-industry officials are leery, and it isn't clear whether lawmakers can 
resolve differences that sunk the previous legislation. 
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David Nelson, a farmer who's chairman of the two-year-old Midwest Grain 
Processors ethanol plant in Lakota, Iowa, is well aware of the overexpansion 
threat. "It's starting to get crowded around here," says Mr. Nelson, 52, sipping a 
Corona in the smoky bar of Cattleman's Steak & Provisions near his Belmond, 
Iowa, farm. "In the back of our minds, we know there is to be a day of reckoning." 

But his solution isn't to cut back. It's to grow big enough to survive a shakeout. 
Midwest Grain Processors sold about $17 million more stock in January to 
double the size of its plant. That means this plant alone will be able to make 1 00 
million gallons a year. And its farmer owners are already thinking about where to 
build a second plant. 
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QUESTIONNAIRE FOR UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NOMINEES 
BIOGRAPHICAL INFORMATION (PUBLIC) 


1. Full name, (include any former names used), and City and State where 
you currently reside. 

Thomas C. Dorr 
Alexandria, VA 

2. Date and place of birth. 

Cherokee, Iowa 
27 June 46 

3. Marital Status (include maiden name of wife or husband's name). 
List spouse's occupation, employer's name and business 
address (es) . 

Ann Louise Allison-Dorr (Ann L, Dorr) 


4. Education ; List each college and graduate or professional school 
you have attended, including dates of attendance, degrees 
received, and dates degrees were granted. 

Morningside College 
Sioux City, Iowa 
1964 - 1969 
B.S. 

June 1969 

5. Employment Record ; List (by year) all business or professional 
corporations, companies, firms, or other enterprises, 
partnerships, institutions and organizations, nonprofit or 
otherwise, including farms, with which you were connected as an 
officer, director, partner, proprietor, or employee since 
graduation from college; include a title and brief job 
description. 

December 12, 2003 - Present Senior Advisor to the Secretary of 
Agriculture. Appointed by President George W. Bush. 
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August 9, 2002 - December 11, 2003 Under Secretary of 

Agriculture for Rural Development USDA. Appointed by President 
George W. Bush 

May 2001 - August 8, 2002 Consultant to USDA Rural 

Development 

2000 Chairman, Administrative Council, Grace United 

Methodist Church - Marcus,’ Iowa 

October 2000 - February 2001 Director, Donlar/Biomune Systems 
Inc., Bedford Park, II. The firm specializes in the development 
and manufacture of bio-degradable polymers with applications in 
the energy and agricultural production sectors. 

1976 - 2001 President, Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Company, Marcus, 
Iowa. A farm operating company involved in the rental, 
management, and custom farming of family and non-family owned 
farm properties. 

1980 - 2001 President, PGF Seeds Incorporated, Marcus, Iowa. 

A personally held corporation whose primary business is the 
contract production of soybean seed and operating an Iowa state 
licensed grain elevator and warehouse. The company also retails 
soybean seed. 

1972 - 1976 Employee, H & M Dorr Farms, Marcus, Iowa. 

Returned as employee of my Father and Uncle's family farming 
operation. Responsible for day to day crop and livestock 
operations . 

1969 - 1972 District Manager for the Measurement Research 
Center, Iowa City, Iowa. Responsible for sample selection and 
site administration of the testing programs for the National 
Assessment of Educational Progress effort (NAEP) in select 
regions of the country. This program continues today and is 
being administered by the Education Commission of the States. 

1993 - 2002 General Manager and Partner of Dorr Swine, LLC. 
This is a family owned limited liability company which owns a 
3600 head swine contract finishing facility. 

1995 - 2002; General Manager and Partner of Dorrs' North Pork 
LLC. This is a family owned limited liability company which owns 
a 4000 head swine finishing facility. Since 2002 I have been a 
partner . 
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1990 - 2002 Officer and Director Dorr Incorporated. A family 
owned farm corporation which owns and operates farm land in the 
Marcus, Iowa area. Since 2002 I have been a stockholder of the 
company . 

1998 - 2002 President of Dorr Incorporated. A family owned 
farm corporation which owns and operates farm land in the Marcus, 
Iowa area. 

1992 - 1998 Director - Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago. 
Committee assignments included a term as Chairman of the 
Personnel Committee and serving on the Executive Committee. As 
board members, our primary responsibilities included bank 
governance and the establishment of bi-weekly monetary policy 
recommendations to the Board of Governors and the Federal Open 
Market Committee. 

1991 - 1997 Member - Iowa Board of Regents. Appointed by the 
Governor of Iowa. The board is responsible for establishing 
policy and the administration of the five Regents institutions of 
Iowa, which included administering an annual budget in excess of 
$2.0 billion. I held a variety of committee assignments, which 
included a term as Chairman of the Banking Committee. 

1990 - 1991 Director - Wallace Technology Transfer Foundation. 
Appointed by the Governor of Iowa to a foundation established by 
the Iowa State Legislature to formulate and implement plans and 
programs for development and transfer of technology to facilitate 
commercialization by the private sector. 

1990 - 1992 President & Director, Founding Member & Organizer, 
Heartland Care Center, Marcus, Iowa. Organizer, founding member 
and first elected President of the Board of Directors of 
Heartland Care Center, a $2.8 million privately funded long term 
care facility in Marcus. Facility was completed and opened in 
July 1995. 

1988 - 1991 Director, Founding Member & Organizer, Cherokee 
County Area Economic Development Corporation - Cherokee, Iowa. A 
non-profit corporation whose mission is to combine community and 
rural resources into one focused economic development effort for 
the county. 

1987 President & Director, Founding Member & Organizer, 

Chicago Central and Pacific Shippers Association, Aurelia, lA. 

An association organized with the expressed purpose of providing 
support and improving communications to the management of a 
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struggling railroad while retaining the use and viability of a 
major regional rail line. The effort was successful and the 
organization disbanded. 

1986 - 1988 Director, Marcus Economic Development Corporation 
- Marcus, Iowa. A local non-profit volunteer organization whose 
mission is to facilitate local economic growth. It is privately 
funded. 

1983 - 1986 Member, Cherokee County Board of Review - 
Cherokee, Iowa. Appointed by the Cherokee County Board of 
Supervisors. I served as one of a three member appointed panel 
for a three year term, as provided by Iowa law, to adjudicate 
taxpayer property tax assessment appeals. 

1978 - 1986 Director and Officer, National Corn Growers 
Association - St. Louis, Mo. A farmer commodity organization 
concerned with the development of farm economic and political 
policies at national and international levels. Elected to board 
by peers from Iowa. 

1976 - 1985 Director and Officer, Iowa Corn Growers 
Association - Des Moines, lA. A farmer commodity organization 
concerned with the development of farm economic and political 
policies at national and international levels. A member and key 
architect of the implementation of the first statewide corn check 
off that was passed into law and instituted within the United 
States . 


6. Military Service : Have you had any military service? If so, 

give particulars, including the dates, branch of service, rank or 
rate, serial number and type of discharge received. 

Yes. July 1966 - May 1968, Iowa Air National Guard, 185'"’ Sioux 
City, Iowa. Airman, forget specific rank. Honorable Discharge, 
May 1968. 

T- Gove rnment Service : State (chronologically) your government 

®®rvice or public offices you have held, including the terms of 
service grade levels and whether such positions were elected or 
appointed . 


December 10, 2003 to present. Senior Advisor to the Secretary of 
Agriculture. Appointed by President George W. Bush. 
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August 9, 2002 to December 10, 2003. Under Secretary of 
Agriculture for Rural Development. Appointed by President George 
W. Bush. 

May 2001 to August 8, 2002. Consultant to USDA' s Office of Rural 
Development. Appointed by President George W. Bush. 

8. Honors and Awards : List any scholarships, fellowships, honorary 
degrees, and honorary society memberships that you received and 
believe would be of interest to the Committee. 

None 

9. Other Memberships : List all organizations to which you belong, 
excluding religious organizations. 

National Corn Growers Association, Iowa Corn Growers Association, 
Iowa Soybean Association, Iowa Farm Bureau Federation, Agi- 
Business Association of Iowa, Marcus, Iowa Chamber of Commerce, 
Republican Party of Iowa, Cherokee County Rural Water District, 
Iowa Lakes Electric Cooperative, First Farmers Coop Association, 
Cherokee, Iowa, Farmers Cooperative Society, Sioux Center, Iowa, 


10. Published Writings : List the titles, publishers, and dates of 

books, articles, reports, or other published materials (including 
published speeches) you have written. Please include on this 
list published materials on which you are listed as the principal 
editor. It would be helpful to the Committee if you could 
provide one copy of all published material that may not be 
readily available. Also, to the maximum extent practicable, 
please supply a copy of all unpublished speeches you made during 
the past five years on issues involving agriculture, nutrition, 
forestry or commodity futures policy or related matters. 

None. 

Speeches made while serving as Under Secretary of Rural 
Development may be viewed at the following website address. 

2002 - www.rurdev.usda.aov/scrtv/20Q2sDeeches . html 

2003 - www.rurdev.usda . oov/scrtv/2nn3speeches . htm l 

11. H. e .a lth : What is the present state of your health? 


Excellent 
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FINANCIAL DATA AND CONFLICT OF INTEREST (PUBLIC) 


1. Have you severed all connections with your immediate past private 
sector employers, business firms, associations, and/or 
organizations? 

Dorr's North Pork operating business and real estate has been 
sold. The company is in the process of filing final tax return. 

I have no management office or responsibility for the company. 

Dorr Inc. is a family corporation, in which I have a 10% 
interest. Because Dorr Inc. carries out no farming other 
business operations, and receives no farm-related income except 
for cash rentals received from the lease of its land, my 
continued ownership interest, and my receipt of my share of any 
dividends, if issued, will result in no conflict of interest with 
the duties I will perform if confirmed to serve in the positions 
for which I have been nominated. 

Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co. ceased all farming operations in 2002, 
it has no farm land holdings. Some of its buildings, including 
the granary, are being rented to the tenants cash renting my and 
other family farm ground. My wife Ann serves as the President 
and sole board member. DPGFC owns a scale house and bin site, 
which is located on land owned by me. I have liquidated most of 
the equipment of DPGFC. My only remaining sources of income from 
this company would be: the sale of remaining equipment, the cash 
lease payments and any investments of the company, as listed on 
my SF278 and submitted financial statements. Unless I have 
received an authorization pursuant to §2635 . 502 (d) , I will 
disqualify myself from participating in any particular matter in 
which the lessee of DPGFC is or represents a party. 

Melvin G Dorr Irrev. Family Trust of which I have a 1/6'^'’ 
beneficial interest. This Trust owns 288 acres of farmland in 
Iowa, which is currently leased on a fixed payment cash lease. 
Subsequent to my appointment as Under Secretary for Rural 
Development, neither I nor my spouse or minor children will have 
any ownership interest or management role, or be actively engaged 
in the farming operations conducted on such lands. 

Thomas C. Dorr - I own 291 acres of farmland in Cherokee County, 
Iowa, which is currently leased on a fixed payment cash lease. 
Subsequent to my appointment as Under Secretary for Rural 
Development, neither I, nor my spouse or minor children will have 
any ownership interest or management role, or be actively engaged 
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in any farming operations conducted on such lands. 

Thomas and Ann Dorr Roth, LLC.- My wife and I own together the 
Thomas and Ann Dorr Roth LLC (TADR) . The Security National Bank 
of Sioux City, Iowa, acts as trustee. This company owns 86 acres 
of farmland in Cherokee County, lA. The land was rented on a 
cash lease basis. Because TADR carries out no farming or other 
business operations and received no farm-related income, except 
for cash rentals received from the lease of its land, my 
continued ownership interest and my receipt of my share of the 
rental income received will result in no conflict of interest 
with the duties I will perform if confirmed to serve in the 
positions for which I have been nominated. 


2. List sources, amounts and dates of all anticipated receipts from 
deferred income arrangements, stock options, incomplete contracts 
and other future benefits which you expect to derive from 
previous business relationships, professional services, firm 
memberships, former employers, clients, or customers. 

Dorr's North Pork, LLC. - Limited partnership equity distribution 
as a result of dissolution of company. Estimated in the amount 
of $85,000 in the next 180 days. 

3, Do you, or does any partnership or closely held corporation in 
which you have an interest, own or operate a farm or ranch? (If 
yes, please give a brief description including location, size and 
type of operation.) 

Yes, the following. 

Thomas C. Dorr 291 acres of land in Cherokee, County, Iowa 

Thomas C. & Ann L Dorr Roth IRA LLC 86 acres of land in 
Cherokee County, Iowa 

Dorr Incorporated 265 acres of land in Cherokee, County, Iowa 

Thomas C. Dorr's; Thomas C. Dorr & Ann L. Dorr Roth IRA LLC's; 
and Dorr Incorporated's property is farmland on which we produce 
corn and soybeans. Dorr Inc. is a family farm corporation 
founded in the late 1940' s. T own 12% of the stock. 

Dorrs' North Pork is a shell company, formerly in the business of 
contract swine feeding, and now in the process of being 
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dissolved. It is owned in Limited Liability (partnership) 
arrangement with several Brothers, my Mother, and one cousin. 

The only asset presently owned by the company is cash. The 
facilities have been sold and the company is being dissolved. 

4. Have you, or any partnership or closely held corporation in which 
you have an interest, ever participated in Federal commodity 
price support programs? (If yes, provide all details including 
amounts of direct government payments and loans received or 
forfeited by crop and farm, etc. during the past five years.) 

Yes 

See attached Item "Addendum 4a" 

5. Have you, or any partnership or closely held corporation in 
which you have an interest, ever received a direct or 
guaranteed loan from or cosigned a note to the Rural 
Business-Cooperative Service, Rural Housing Service, the 
Rural Utilities Service or their predecessor agencies, the 
Farmers Home Administration, the Rural Development 
Administration, the Rural Housing and Cooperative 
Development Service or the Rural Electrification 
Administration? (If yes, give details of any such loan 
activity during the past 5 years.) 

Yes, but not in the last five years. 

6. Have you, or any partnership or closely held corporation in which 
you have an interest, ever received payments for crop losses from 
the Federal Crop Insurance program? (If yes, give details.) 

Yes 

1993 - Due to excess rain crop production was impeded and Dorr's 
Pine Grove Farm Co. and I, personally, received indemnity 
payments 

from crop insurance coverage provided by our Multi-Peril Crop 
Insurance policies 

2000 - Due to drought crop production was impeded and Dorr's Pine 
Grove Farm Company, Dorr Inc., and I, personally, received 
indemnity payments from crop insurance coverage provided by our 
CRC 80 insurance policies. 


7 . 


If confirmed, do you have any plans, commitments, or agreements 
to pursue outside employment or engage in any business or 
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vocation, with or without compensation, during your service with 
the government? {If so, explain.) 

No 

8. Do you have any plans to resume employment, affiliation, or 
practice with your previous employers, business firms, 
associations, or organizations after completing government 
service? (If yes, give details.) 

Yes, return to my farming and grain business operations. 

9. Has anyone made a commitment to employ you or retain your 
services in any capacity after you leave government service? (If 
yes, please specify.) 

No 

10. Identify all investments, obligations, liabilities, or other 
relationships which involve potential conflicts of interest in 
the position to which you have been nominated. 

As to my nomination for Under Secretary for Rural Development, I 
have modest equity interests in a number of publicly traded 
entities, which could conceivably be a party to, or be directly 
and substantially affected by, a particular matter which could 
arise within USDA and within in the purview of the Under 
Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development. Those entities 
are; (1) McLeod USA; (2) Citigroup Inc.; (3) Farmers Co-op 
Society, Sioux Center, Iowa; (4) General Electric; (5) First 
Farmers Coop Association, Cherokee, lA: (6) Farmers Cooperative, 
Hinton, lA 

In anticipation of receiving the traditional companion 
nomination, that of board member of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, I own Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Company. This company 
was formerly an operating company and now owns a few pieces of 
equipment . 

I also have minority interests in Dorr Inc., a family farming 
corporation, a family trust established by my deceased Father, 
potential enjoyment of three additional family trusts established 
by my deceased Father, and Dorr's North Pork LLC, which is a 
family owned Limited Liability Company, that had been involved in 
contract swine feeding operations and is now being dissolved. 

I have outstanding loan arrangements with the following lending 
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institutions: Northwestern State Bank, Orange City, Iowa; and 
National City Mortgage of Dayton, Ohio. 

11. Have you ever received a government guaranteed student loan? If 
so, has it been repaid? 

Yes, it has been fully repaid. 

12. If confirmed, explain how you will resolve any potential conflict 
of interest, including any that may be disclosed by your responses 
to the above items . 

Please see attached Ethics Agreement dated April 25, 2005 



Thomas C. Dorr Addendum 4A 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

Office of the 
Assistant Secretary 
for Administration 

Office of Ethics 

J400 Indqjendence 
Avenue SW 

Washington, DC 
20250-0122 


USDA 



Bob Sturm 
Chief Clerk 

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20250 

Dear Mr. Sturm: 

Enclosed is a copy of an ethics agreement, dated April 25, 2005, executed by 
Thomas C. Dorr, who was nominated to serve as Undersecretary for Rural 
Development. This ethics agreement supercedes the ethics agreement executed 
by Mr. Dorr on March 17, 2005. 

The enclosed ethics agreement amends the March 17, 2005, agreement by adding 
the following interest to the list of assets found on pages 1 and 2 of the previous 
agreement: 

McLeod USA, Inc. 

First Cooperative Association of Cherokee, Iowa 
Farmers Cooperative of Hinton, Iowa 

Based upon the information contained in his Financial Disclosure Report and the 
aforementioned ethics agreement, I can see nothing that would give rise to a 
conflict of interest or appearance thereof with respect to the position for which he 
has been nominated. 


Sincerely, 



Raymond J. Sheehan 

Director 

Office of Ethics 


Enclosures 
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USDA 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 


Office of &e 

Assistant Secretary March 1 1 , 2005 
for Administration 


Office of Ethics 

1400 Indqf«ndencc 
Avenue SW 

Washington, DC 
20250-0122 


Honorable Marilyn L. Glynn 
Acting Director 

U.S. Office of Government Ethics 
1201 New York Avenue, N.W. - suite 500 
Washington, D.C. 20005 


Dear Ms. Glynn: 


Enclosed is a copy of the SF 278, Public Financial Disclosure Report submitted 
by Thomas C. Dorr, who was nominated on March 10, 2005, to serve as 
Undersecretary for Rural Development and as traditional, also as a board member 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC). I have reviewed and signed Mr. 
Dorr’s SF 278 as this Department’s designated agency ethics official. 


This letter also covers an ethics agreement in the form of a letter from Mr. Dorr, 
dated March 1 7, 2005, in which he agrees to: 


• Disqualify himself from personal and substantial participation in particular 
matters that directly and predictably affect his personal farming interests in: 
Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Tmst; Thomas and Ann Dorr Roth LLC; 
Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Co.; Dorr’s North Pork LLC; and Dorr, Inc.; 

• Disqualify himself from personal and substantial participation in particular 
matters that directly and predictably affect his investment interests in 
Citigroup, Inc., General Electric, and Farmers Co-op Society; and 

• Disqualify himself from participating in particular matters in which 
Northwestern State Bank is, or represents, a party. 

Based upon the information contained in his Financial Disclosure Report and the 
aforementioned ethics agreement, I can see nothing that would give rise to a conflict of 
interest or appearance thereof with the position for which he has been nominated. 

Sincerely, 


RaymondJ. Sheehan 
Alternate Agency Ethics Official 


Enclosures 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
WASHINQTON, O.C. 20250 


April 25, 2005 


Mr. John C. Surina 
Designated Agency Ethics Official 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Washington, DC 20250-0122 

Dear Mr. Surina: 

The purpose of this letter is to describe the steps that I intend to take to avoid any actual 
or apparent conflict of interest in the event that I am confirmed for the position of Under 
Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development, and as is traditional, also as a board member 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC). The position of Under Secretary of 
Agriculture for Rural Development plays no role in the supervision or implementation of 
Federal farm programs; however, in the event I am confirmed to serve as well as a member 
of the Board of Directors of the CCC, I will share responsibility for oversight and 
implementation of such programs. The steps detailed below take into account any potential 
conflicts or appearances thereof associated with both of these positions. 

Overall, I understand that, as required by 18 U.S.C. § 208(a), I may not participate 
personally and substantially in any particular matter that has a direct and predictable effect on 
my financial interests or those of any other person whose interests are imputed to me, unless 
I first obtain a written waiver, pursuant to section 208(b)(1), or qualify for a regulatory 
exemption, pursuant to section 208(b)(2). I further understand that the interests of the 
following persons are imputed to me: my spouse, minor children, or any general partner; any 
organization in which I serve as officer, director, trustee, general partner, or employee; and 
any person or organization with which I am negotiating or have an arrangement concerning 
prospective employment. 


1. Matters Pertinent to the Position of Under Secretary 
of Agriculture for Rural Development 

I have modest financial interests in five entities, each of which could conceivably be a 
party to, or be directly and substantially affected by, a particular matter that could arise 
within USDA and within the purview of the Under Secretary for Rural Development. For the 
reasons noted with respect to each, these entities are: 

• Citigroup, Inc. (a banking institution, some of whose subsidiaries participate in Rural 
Development guaranteed loans) 
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• General Electric Co. (which manufactures electrical generating turbines which may 
be used by rural electrical utilities) 

• Farmers Co-op Society, Sioux Center, Iowa; First Coop. Association of Cherokee, 
Iowa; and Farmers Coop Company of Hinton, Iowa (entities which could apply to 
participate in programs and activities conducted by USDA's Rural Business- 
Cooperative Service). 

• McLeod USA, Inc. (one of the largest independent telecommunications service 
providers and which may participate in Rural Development's rural utility programs — 
listed in an abundance of caution as the company is engaged in restructuring 
negotiations, and the company has advised that its preferred and common 
shareholders are unlikely to receive any recovery). 

In the event I am confirmed, I will not participate personally and substantially in any 
particular matter that will have a direct and predictable effect on the financial interests of 
these entities, xmless I first obtain a written waiver or qualify for a regulatory exemption. I 
also agree to notify you should I acquire any financial interest in any electric or telephone 
utility companies, or companies that provide Internet service. 


2. Matters Pertinent to the Position of Board Member 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation 

I own farming interests in Iowa. Additionally, I have ownership interests in entities 
known as (1) Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co., (2) Thomas and Ann Dorr Roth LLC, (3) Dorr's 
North Pork LLC, Dorr, Inc, and (4) Dorr, Inc. Finally, I have a loan with Northwestern State 
Bank of Orange City, Iowa. 


• Personal Farming Interests 

I own 280 acres of farmland in Cherokee County, Iowa, which is currently leased on a 
fixed payment cash lease. Subsequent to my appointment as Under Secretary for Rural 
Development, neither I, nor my spouse or minor children will have any ownership interest or 
management role, or be actively engaged in any farming operations conducted on such lands. 
Further, the returns that other family members and I receive will be based solely upon the 
value of the rental lands and will bear no relationship to the profitability of the farming 
operations conducted on such lands. Under 5 C.F.R. § 2635.502, 1 will disqualify myself 
from participating in any particular matter in which the lessee of this land-or any other 
lessee of mine-is, or represents a party unless 1 have received an authorization pursuant to 
§ 2635.502(d). As a result, no conflict of interest will exist between my continued ownership 
of this land and the duties I will perform if confirmed. 

I own a 1/6* interest in the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust (MGDIFT). This 
trust owns 288 acres of farmland in Iowa, which is currently leased on a fixed payment cash 
lease. Subsequent to my appointment as Under Secretary for Rural Development, neither I, 
nor my spouse or minor children will have any ownership interest or management role, or be 
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actively engaged in the fanning operations conducted on such lands. Further, the returns that 
other family members and I receive will be based solely upon the value of the rental lands 
and will bear no relationship to the profitability of the fanning operations conducted on such 
lands. Under 5 C.F.R. § 2635.502, 1 will disqualify myself from participating in any 
particular matter in which the lessee of the MGDIFT is, or represents a party unless I have 
received an authorization pursuant to § 2635.502(d). As a result, no conflict of interest wilt 
exist between my continued ownership of the MGDIFT and the duties I will perform if 
confirmed. Although I cannot currently envision a situation where this trust could lead to a 
conflict of interest with my proposed duties, in an abundance of caution, I will also disqualify 
myself from participating personally and substantially in any particular matter that will have 
a direct and predictable effect on the MGDIFT. 

Additionally, there are certain family-owned lands — consisting of approximately 300 
acres — that under the Internal Revenue Code must be separately addressed. Upon the death 
of my father in 1998, and in connection with the probate of his estate, a Qualified Family- 
Owned Business Exclusion was utilized with respect to this property. As a result, title to 
these lands is held jointly by the Melvin G. Dorr Residual Trust (MGDR Trust), and the 
Margaret L. Dorr Qualified Terminable Interest Property Marital Deduction Trust (MLD 
QTIP Trust). As a condition to the use of the described exclusion, the two named trusts and 
the "family business" on which the exclusion is based must maintain a material interest in the 
operation, and the farming activities on the lands must continue to be operated by family 
members for the balance of the 10-year period that commenced in 1999. I have resigned as a 
trustee, and my mother and brother serve and will continue to serve as Managing Tmstees of 
these trusts. The acreage in question is and will continue to be custom farmed by an 
operating entity, and the trusts will receive income from the crops produced thereof I will 
disqualify myself from participating personally and substantially in any particular matter that 
will have a direct and predictable effect on the aforementioned trusts. 


• Thomas and Ann Dorr Roth, LLC 

My wife and I own together the Thomas and Ann Dorr Roth LLC (TADR). The Security 
Bank of Sioux City Iowa acts as trustee. This company owns 86 acres of farmland in 
Cherokee County, Iowa. The land was recently rented on a cash lease basis. Because TADR 
carries out no farming or other business operations and receives no farm-related income 
except for cash rentals received from the lease of its land, my continued ownership interest 
and my receipt of my share of the rental income received will result in no conflict of interest 
with the duties I will perform if confirmed to serve in the positions for which I have been 
nominated. To assure that no conflict of interest will exist, in the event I am confirmed, I 
will, as required by 1 8 U.S.C. § 208(a), disqualify myself from participating personally and 
substantially in any particular matter that will have a direct and predictable effect on TADR. 
Additionally, under 5 C.F.R. § 2635.502, 1 will disqualify myself from participating in any 
particular matter in which the lessee of the land owned by Dorr, Inc. or the Security Bank of 
Sioux City is or represents a party, unless I have received an authorization pursuant to 
§2635.502(d). 
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• Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Co 

Dorr's Pine Grove Farm Company (DPGFC) is a farm operating company which I own 
in its entirety, and which is established under the laws of Iowa and qualified under chapter 1, 
subchapter C, of the Internal Revenue Code. DPGFC currently conducts no farming 
operations. DPGFC owns a scale house and bin site, which is located on land owned by me. 
The scale house and bins are cash leased to a farmer, who uses the property for his own 
storage. I have no management office or responsibility for the company and will not assume 
any such office or responsibility during my tenure at USDA. I have liquidated most of the 
equipment of DPGFC. My only remaining sources of income from this company would be: 
the sale of the remaining equipment, the cash lease payments and any investments of the 
company. I will disqualify myself from participating personally and substantially in any 
particular matter that will have a direct and predictable effect on DPGFC. Under 5 C.F.R. § 
2635.502, 1 will disqualify myself from participating in any particular matter in which the 
lessee of DPGFC is, or represents a party unless I have received an authorization pursuant to 
§ 2635.502(d). 


• Dorrs' North Pork LLC 

Dorrs' North Pork LLC is a limited liability corporation situated in Cherokee county, 
Iowa, in which I have a 21% equity interest and a 35% income interest. The company has 
been engaged in contract swine feeding operations. I have no management office or 
responsibility for the company and will not assume any such office or responsibility during 
my tenure at USDA. The assets and business of the company have been sold leaving only 
cash. While employed at USDA, my only income from my ownership interest in Dorrs' 
North Pork will be a receipt of my share of the proceeds of the sale of corporate assets and 
any undistributed profits. The corporation will engage in no business activities during my 
tenure with USDA. Further, the corporation will file a final return and be dissolved within 
120 days. 


• Dorr, Inc. 

Dorr, Inc. is a family corporation, in which I have a 10% ownership interest. The 
corporation owns approximately 280 acres of land, as well as cash and securities. Because 
Dorr, Inc. carries out no farming or other business operations, and receives no farm-related 
income except for cash rentals received from the lease of its land, my continued ownership 
interest, and my receipt of my share of the rental income received, will result in no conflict of 
interest with the duties I will perform if confirmed to serve in the positions for which 1 have 
been nominated. To assure that no conflict of interest wilt exist, in the event I am confirmed, 
I will, as required by 1 8 U.S.C. § 208(a) disqualify myself from participating personally and 
substantially in any particular matter that will have a direct an predictable effect on Dorr, Inc. 
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Additionally, under 5 C.F.R. § 2635.502, 1 will disqualify myself from participating in any 
particular matter in which the lessee of Dorr, Inc. is, or represents a party unless I have 
received an authorization pursuant to § 2635.502(d). 


• Outstanding Loans 

I have an outstanding loan with Northwestern State Bank, Orange City, Iowa. I have 
previously disqualified myself from participating in any particular matters in which this 
lending institution is, or represents, a party until such time as my debt to it has been 
extinguished, unless I receive an authorization pursuant to § 2635.502(d). This 
disqualification will continue so long as I am employed by USDA. 


I believe that the steps I have agreed to take, as outlined above, will assure that no 
conflict of interest or appearance thereof will exist between my personal financial interests 
on the one hand, and the duties I will perform as Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural 
Development and as a member of the Board of Directors of the CCC on the other. 


Sincerely, 




Thomas C. Dorr 
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April 22, 2005 


Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chairman 

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510-6000 

Dear Mr, Chairman: 

On March 1 5, 2004, a copy of my SF-278, Executive Branch Public Financial Disclosure Report, 
required in connection with my nomination to serve as Under Secretary for Rural Development at 
the Department of Agriculture was submitted to the U.S. Office of Government Ethics. That 
report contained ail required financial information for calendar year 2004 and for the current 
calendar year through March 1 7, 2005. 

The Ethics in Government Act of 1978, as amended, also requires that I update certain of the 
information reported on the SF-278, i.e., that required by section 102(aXl)(A) of the Act, 
respecting income (other than my Federal salary and dividends, interest, rents, and capital gains) 
and honoraria, to a date which occurs not more than five days before the date of the hearing to be 
held by your Committee to consider my nomination. The hearing to be held on my nomination is 
scheduled for April 27, 2005, The purpose of this letter is to report that since 1 filed my Financial 
Disclosure Report, I have the following additional information, not normally reported pursuant to 
the Ethics in Government Act. 

1 . CY 2004 Federal Earned Income - $ 1 26, 1 03 .00 

2. CY 2005 through Pay Period 06, Federal Earned Income - $39,735.00 

I trust that this letter satisfies the additional applicable reporting requirements contained in the 
Ethics in Government Act, 



Thomas C. Dorr 

Nominee for Under Secretary for Rural Development of 
the Department of Agriculture 

cc; Hon. Marilyn Glynn, Acting Director, US Office of Goveniment Ethics 
John Surina, USDA Designated Agency Ethics Official 
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% United States ^ 

8 Office of Government Ethics 

1201 New York Avenue, NW., Suite 500 
Washington. DC 20005-3917 


April 26 , 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chairman 

Committee on Agriculture, 13utrition, 
and Forestry 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-6000 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

On March 23, 2005, we transmitted to the Committee the 

financial disclosure report filed by Thomas C, Dorr, who was 
nominated by President Bush for the position of Under Secretary 
for Rural Development and for the position of Member, Board of 
Directors of the Commodity Credit Corporation, Department of 
Agriculture. Also enclosed was a letter dated March 17, 2005, 
from Mr. Dorr to the Department's ethics official, discussing his 
ethics commitments and outlining the steps that he would take to 
avoid conflicts of interest, and our opinion with respect 
thereto . 


Mr. Dorr has revised his financial disclosure form to add 
financial interests in two additional cooperative societies, and 
also to correct the value of his Exxon Mobil Corporation stock. 
In addition, he has amended his ethics agreement to state that he 
will not participate personally and substantially in any 
particular matter that will directly and predictably affect the 
financial interests of the cooperative societies. He also has 
added a commitment not to participate personally and 
substantially in any particular matter that will have a direct 
and predictable effect on the financial interests of McLeod USA, 
Inc., in which he holds a de minimis financial interest. I 
understand that you have received copies of these amended 
documents . 


OGE- 106 
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The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Page 2 

We have reviewed the amended ethics agreement and financial 
disclosure form provided by Mr. Dorr. Accordingly, we continue 
to believe that Mr. Dorr is in compliance with applicable laws 
and regulations governing conflicts of interest . 

Sincerely, 

Marilyn h. Glynn 

General Counsel 
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United States 

Office of Government Ethics 

1201 New York Avenue, NW., Suite 500 
Washington, DC 20005-3917 


March 23/ 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chairman 

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510-6000 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

In accordance with the Ethics in Government Act of 1978, I 
enclose a copy of the financial disclosure report filed by 
Thomas C. Dorr, who has been nominated by President Bush for the 
position of Under Secretary for Rural Development and for the 
position of Member, Board of Directors of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, Department of Agriculture. 

We have reviewed the report and have also obtained advice 
from the Department of Agriculture concerning any possible 
conflict in light of its functions and the nominee's proposed 
duties. Also enclosed is a letter dated March 17, 2005, from 
Mr. Dorr to the Department's ethics official, outlining the 
steps which Mr. Dorr will take to avoid conflicts of interest. 
Unless a specific date has been agreed to, the nominee must 
fully comply within three months of his confirmation date with 
the actions he agreed to take in his ethics agreement. 

Based thereon, we believe that Mr. Dorr is in compliance 
with applicable laws and regulations governing conflicts of 
interest . 


Sincerely, 



Acting Director 

Enclosures 


OCiE - UK:> 
Augu.sl 1992 
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USDA 



United States Oepamneni of Agriculture 

OfRce of tha Sectary 
Washington. D.C- 20250 


The Honorable Tom Harkin 
Chaiiman 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
328-A RusseU Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

This is in response to your letter of June 6, 2002, regarding the nomination of Tom Dorr as 
Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development The letter expresses the Committee on 
Agriculture’s interest in having the Department of Agriculture’s Farm Service Agency (FSA) 
conduct a year-end review of the Harold and Melvin Dorr Trusts for each of the years 1988 
through 1993. The letter also asks whether the Melvin Doit Trust and the Harold Dorr Trust 
have repaid tlie funds required by the year end reviews for 1994 and 1 995. 

I asked FSA to conduct the requested review and a copy of the June 25, 2002, report is enclosed. 
The report also provides the information that you have requested regarding the status of the 
refund payments. I note that the last sentence of the &st full paragraph on the second page of the 
report contains a typographical error regarding the dates of the requested farm records. While the 
sentence reads “from the years 1998 through 1993,” it should read “fiom the years 1988 through 
1993.” 

I hope and trust that this information will enable you and the Committee to finally move forward 
on Mr. Dorr’s nomination, as promised in your June 6 letter. 

Sincerely, 


Ann M. Veneman 
Secretary 

Enclosure 



An Equal l^poni^ty Err^loyer 
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Oof^uvaant a1 
Agrtftuibira 
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!ou»a ' 

pBAOtSeo 
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'/iaiB Court 
0s6 Metrtae. lA 
50322-3732 

{S15)2S4-1S40 

FAX; 

{St5)254'l573 


USDA 


TOi 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 


Juae 25, 2002 

Reply to: Production Adjustmont 

James Little, A&aimstaftor FSA 
Steve FhilHps^ Iowa State FSA 
Review of Dorr Trusts Records 



Tbis TTiemorandum is to saminarizo recent reviews of die pays^t digibiK^ fcr 2 Dorr trusts for 
tbe years 1988 through 1393. 

I had the Cherokee County CED, Michael Houston, review and copy available records for foe 
Mfdvin G Dorr Faimly Izievocable Trust (MG Dotr Trust) and the Harold E Dorr Family 
Irrevocable Trust (HE Dorr Trust) for Ihe years 1988 forou^ 1993. I review^ tlwjse records wifo 
the following conchisioas: 

• In each of those years, each trust had one form that was paitidpadng in foe Price Support / 
Prodimtion Adjustm«it Program- The records available gencTBUy inclucfo foe CCC-477 
CaUracti The ASCS-578 Report of Acreage, The ASCS'lSfi Faim Record, The ASCS-476 
Notice of Bases and Yields, and seme reconi of paymeats made, in most erases a copy of the . 
actual payment statement. The no^le excepdon is foe 1988 and 1 989 records for Urn H£ Dorr 
Trust for^ In those 2 years the only avatl^lc record is foe R^tt of Acreage. 

I have eummaiized foe payments and shares m an attached excel work sheet. 

• The FSA records for those years show the Trusts were conducting foe re^ective fanning 
operations as owner operator with the Trusts having 100% interest in the crops and form 
payments, the same as they were reported to FSA in 1 994 and 1 995, The end-of-year reviews 
for 1994 tod 1995 revealed that the incoine and expeosra j&om the Trusts feiins were actually 
shared 5{V50 with Dorrs Pine Grove Fanns, hic,’ FSA determined foat foa trusts had violated 
the shares provisions or the CCC-477 Contracts for those years. The Melvin Dorr Trust 
refunded foat money after a review in 1997. 

1 994 and 1995 endnif-year reviews were conducted on foe Harold Dorr Trust in late 200 1 at 
foe direction of your Office. This trust was also detennined m have violated the shares 
provision of foe CCC477 for foose >^axs. Tbe Harold Dorr Trust has stated in a letter, dated 
June 25, 2002, it^s intent is to reforai foose payments by July 5, 2002. 

• FSA tiles contain no actual records from foe Dorr farming operations for US m detennine how 
foeae operations were actually conducted in 1988 forou^ 1993. It is unlikely foai many of the 
actiial form records are still avaflable, as this 9 to 14 years in foe past FSA has no requirement 
foat farmers retoui foese records for fois length of time. 

• The H, E. Dorr Trust also received a share of Payments in 1 990 forough 1 993 on a largo* form 


u^A ig Bn equal uppanurtiT/ employer ano i.aria«r 
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<m wHch Dons Pine Grove Fann was the operator. The fern nnitiber changed ftom year to 
year due to fami reconstitutions, "but generally it ccntaiiied 130Q to 1400 acres of cropland 
owned by various Dorr family members and eatifies. AJlhon^ we have n^Jorta of acreage and 
CCC-477 Contracts fbr those ferns, I am unable to detennine if there is a potential problem 
with flie payments on that larger farm. The Report ofAcfeageriiows, drat all crops on all 
acres, regardless of who own^ dre land, were shared in the same manner as program payments 
■were shared on lie fann. I heHeve tie County office took a short cut in recording all shares 
this way. rather tha n requiring fire operator to sped^ how taops in each field were shared. 
Since the report of acreage did not show how producers on inrii'vidaal tracts' of land shared in 
the crops, 1 am imdjle to detennine if diere is a potential problem with the payments on this 
land. ■ 

You informed tins Office that Tom Haridn, Chairman of the Senate Agricultnral Conunittee, 
requested FSA coudnet payment limitation/eKgibiliiy End-of Year reviews for foe years 1988 
throng 1993 . The Cfoerokee County Office initiated those reviews wifo lettas to Thomas Dorr, 
representative of the Melvin Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust, and Donald Dorr, representative for 
tie Harold Doir irrevocable Family Trust Those letters were sent by regular mail and ■via FAX on 
June 24, 2002. The letters requested that the Tmats ^'wde actual foim records finm foe years 
1 998 through 1993 including, hut not limited to, records of crop and machinery expenses, farm 
leases, crop income, crop insurance records, etc.. 

Both Thomas Don and Donald Dorr responded via FAX to the Cfoerokee County FSA Office on 
June 25, 2002 stating that form records for foose years are no longer available. Donald Dorr Stated 
that in 1999 aH records for the Harold Dorr Trust, over S yearsold, were destroyed. Thoraaa Dorr 
stated ha is nnsble to comply with this request He stal« "We would comply, if sufficient 
iofoimatioa wa:e available to fairly and accurately show how our operations were conducted, hut 
■we are unable to do so." 

la foe absence of actual form records fiom the Trusts, this Office believes it is not possible for FSA 
to come to any valid conclusion regarding the eligibility of foe Trusts for deficiency payments that 
were paid in foe years 1 998 forou^ 1993. Producers are not required to maiarain records for this 
length of time and we suggest that this review be conduded. Please ad'Vise this Offi ce how to 
proceed. 



Harrdd Dorr Irrevoca 
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USDA 


Uniied 

Stepjtfiniafll fif 
Agrteuiture 

fAim end {^rsl^ 
AgrtstAtoat Samwas 

Fonn Sennc® 
Asancy 

i;^fa|»e County 
FSA Otnca 
8eX4S5 

|A 51 ( 2 ^ 2 ' 

06S& 

Pnofiet 

{ 712 ) 225 - 57^7 
FAJt 

( 712 ) 22^^090 


Juoe 5. 2002 


HbioM E. DiSr Imvbepbie Family Tmsi 
%Dan3ai.D0Er I 
lltB Candlewood Dfive 
te»gue aty. TX '77^73.3 194 

DeArMr.Dorr j 

This lespofids to youjr lensrof April 19. 2002. Farm Scrvks Agency's suthority co 
compromise debt is ijascd on ReguUtioas At 7-CFK, Fart 1403.15 and Farm Service 
Agency procedure inf Kwdbooic 58^ Those reguiatjans pva Farm Seryics Agency 
auenoripy &> cocnproc^se debt eit^ beemrse a debtor Is financially unable to {lay the debt 
or Faxza Service Agejicy has no reasonable prospect to enfecce coUcciion of the debt 

IT you bdkve that ih^ Karaid £. Dccr EriEyacable Family Trust qualifies for debt 
eompromise under cl^e ragulations. you must provide 2 yean of finaneiai records and 
lax Kturns per fbr cojuiderartoo by Farm Service Agency. We have enclosed Farm 
SeHcs Agency Hanobook procedure, which coatsins informatioa on requieed records, 
apd gukkilnes Fann IServ'ice Agency will use to consider any eomptombies offer. 

By lecrer dated 0 1-3 1>20Q2, ^ nodfied ycai that the County Coaiminee had datermined 
ibat you owe $ 1745 j.B7 pins interest as applicable. Sea attached Stacefne^of 
Qurscaoding D(d)t. Tihc debt is past due. Late paymentinteresti^UBccms on your debt 
at the rate of 5.SO0%i^c aqimnt fiom the dace of this (ester until the debt is paid or 
acbertvise resolved. FSA wiU waive late payment interest an your debt (or any pan of 
your debt) that is paip in dm next 3Q days. ■ 

• • i 

Pleaterpay your debcinow. Make your check payable to ''Commodity Credit CotporHiion” 
and Bi^nd U Co this ofi^ce at the above address. Ifyoo ansunablo to pay thsdobc iafiill 
now. you may acmi^ to escsblish a mucually acceptable repayment agteemetu and pay in 
instslijmeiiis. If paynheni In Adi or arrangements to pay the debt In Adi arc not made 
withifi ,60 days fiom ^ dace of this letter, tha debt wlU be mt to the Kansas City 
Mwgeineot OfAce fbr referral to the Depanment of Treasury. The Department of 
Treaso^ will eotleailthe debt by offset of quaUriCd disbursexsenis and refunds, Inciudlhg 
any income refund to which you may be enUcled. 

Because Ada debt mqy be collected by efiset of your fedenU iocoroe 134 re&ods. you may 
presem, within 60 days Asm the date of this leiier. evidence that all or part of the debt Is 
not past due ^ legalBy enfoicBable, To do 90 , submit to diis office a written explaoadon 
of ycxis posidcn that me debt or part of the debt is nor past duo or Icssfiy eoforcsablo, and 
inplode doeunaenuti^B to suppojx your posidoo. 



USOA I 0 flA eqgBlOFeeHuHW Bo^toyw 
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Undor Fedeial law anf tegulailons. ihe following additional acSioBS may bo lafccu by USDa 
and tba Deparinioni Of Ticasury id coUeci delinquenl debts; 


» 


Assessdseni of lomresi, adnunisEiadvc costs, and penalcss 

AdoiinisttativB gaisiisbioenl of wages , 

Offset of CCC ^ FSA paymoius 

Reporting like (M>f to cansumer and commercial credit bureaus ; 

Rcfotnl of che deiit to private collection agencies and 'lYcasory-desigDated collection 
centeia 

Referral of (he deqt to i^acy counsel or the Depanroem of iusiha: for lidgatioa * 
Reportiag che.debB to the Intetnal Revenue Service If the debt, or any ponlon of the 
de^ is dkchaiged 


OuMBCsrds do not incpcaie foai you have filed for bankruptcy protection under Title 1 1 of 
the United States Cod& If you have filed for bankruptcy, please notify your local USD A- 
Servfoe Center as sood as posaible so that we may update our records to ceSeci the 
bankruptcy, and pcoceU to resolve this debt in aecordatics with banktUpCey pfoesdures. 


Please contact lius ofli ce ^ #7 1 2 > 225-57 1 7 if you have any questions. Wc want to work ’ 
with you to lesolve ihi : debt and to discuss fepayments options, if necesaacy. If this debt'is 
not resolved within 60 days foam the date of this lecier, die Kansas City Managetnieot Office 
will take addictonBl co lection action. 


Please distegani this h tier if you have already paid this debt. 
Sincerely . 

hf ichacl Vf. Housfan 
County Executive Din cior 
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USMAMXSi □ PrfM* IS Faryimrnvitw Q RtpfyAM^ □ PlimCommtut 


j3wMk3iad; 

The fononng Inta ii gut n^oasu tQ ywr nqmt iiv tounwit> mi ia&tgutian te p«r&nn piyiaad HmiiiHun uid 
jayigcnt g)iilbnitj> md-of-yegr TWtsW) fa tl» ynn 19S8 ihrouiJi 1 99} for Tbs Hatgld £. P«rr bnvosiblB Fumliy 
Truit'i &nnii^ ^SticWi Al it iMUaia. the duauniBits you itqiicaicd no nili, biviag bcoi desttoynl 
yta m oteinri M Mvg Oorr'i hoow bi 1999. 

Abo, eoBbtming your ra^ueit fbr {uiymentt t» a result of the 1 994 end^yw nviuWi U it our piueiit iMoir to 
eubmit those peymaue by the July 5, 2001 due due along with a eovw leiw diiultiming any utnitgdaing or 
mtirefniusntctfm to Am FSA (TheTniatjiutium’rsflbrdloUiigiiieaieiaiteteiaDmentwilhaniinHmUed 
chaeitbask ami we Deed to put thn nutter Ut teei.) 

Sinoliralyyouni 

necEivEo 

Donald J. Dun, Twiw JUN 2 5 2B01 

Tho HAToUi B, Pon* TrrvvoMUa FjituUy Tnwf 




331 


June 25, 2002 

FACSIMILE AND REGULAR MAIL 
712 - 225-6090 

Mr. Houston and Members of the Committee, 

Cherokee County FSA Office 
Attn; Michael W. Houston, CED'- 
P.O. Box 455 
Cherokee, IA5I0I2 

Dear Mr. Houston and Members of the Committee, 

We acknowledge receipt of your letter of June 24, 2002, advising us that Senator Tom Harkin has 
requested that you perform cnd-of-year reviews of our operations for the years 1988 through 
1993. Wliile we have no fixed time period beyond five years that we maintain records of our 
annua! operations, it is our praaice to discard such information that will not be required for IRS 
or normal FSA reviews after seven or eight years. 

This letter from your office requests materials going back from ten to fifteen years. We are 
unable to comply with your request. We would comply, if sufficient information were available 
to us to fairly and accurately show how our operations were conducted, but we are unable to do 
so. 


Knowing that your office is only required to keep records for no more titan five years, we hope 
you understand our practices in this regard. 



Thomas C. Don- 
Trustee 

M.G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust 
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John Gage 

National President 


Jim Davis 

National Swrctaiy -Treasurer 


Andiea E. Brooks 

National Vice President for 
Women and Fair Practices 


8d/204136 
April 26, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chairman 

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
U.S, Senate 

SR-328A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Chairman Chambliss: 

On behalf of the American Federation of Government Employees, AFL-CIO, I am 
writing to express our strong opposition to President Bush's nomination of 
Thomas Dorr to be Undersecretary for Rural Development at the U.S, 
Department of Agriculture (USDA). 

Since June 2001, AFGE has questioned Mr. Dorr's views regarding the 
desirability of extremely large corporate farms. His 225,000-acre farm vision 
causes us to seriously question his suitability for a USDA position in which he 
would become responsible for economic development programs that are 
intended to improve the financial viability of small- and medium-sized family 
farms. Rather than advocating a supra-corporate farm vision that accepts the 
demise of small-and medium-sized farms, the new USDA Undersecretary for 
Rural Development should be someone who seeks new and creative ways to 
ensure that farms of all sizes can flourish and prosper. 

AFGE also has questioned the remarks made by Mr. Dorr in which he suggested 
a link between the economic success of three Iowa farm counties and their lack 
of ethnic and religious diversity. Given USDA's historic bias against minority 
farmers, it is stunning that the proposed nominee would express the belief that 
ethnic diversity and religious diversity are impediments to rural economic 
development. Indeed, Mr. Dorr’s beliefs on diversity and development cause us 
to seriously question whether he has the requisite sensitivity to handle a USDA 
position in which he would be responsible for economic development programs in 
some of the nation’s most ethnically diverse rural areas. 

This is the third time President Bush has nominated Mr. Dorr to be 
Undersecretary for Rural Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture. 
After the previous two nominations failed due to widespread grassroots and 
Senate opposition. President Bush named Mr. Dorr a special USDA advisor 


80 F Street, N.W, Washington, DC 20001 « (202) 737-8700 « FAX (202) 639-6490 ♦ www.afge.org 
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receiving a salary of $141,000. Unfortunately, Mr. Dorr has done nothing during 
his tenure at the USDA that changes our opposition to his becoming USDA 
Undersecretary for Rural Development. In fact, President Bush’s FY 2006 budget 
proposes a dismantling of the USDA Rural Development discretionary programs 
- slashing them by over 35% and transferring these functions to the Department 
of Commerce. 

We fear that President Bush’s third nomination of Mr. Dorr demonstrates his 
Administration's short-sighted vision for rural development, and signals to hard- 
working family farmers that only huge corporate farms will be supported by 
USDA policies and programs. 

in conclusion, we at AFGE urge you to strongly oppose Mr. Dorr’s nomination as 
USDA Undersecretary for Rural Development. He simply does not have the 
requisite suitability and sensitivity to address the broad range of economic 
development issues facing rural America, particularly those issues relating to (1) 
small-and medium-sized farms and (2) ethnic and religious diversity. 

Sincerely, 

Beth Moten 

Legislative and Political Director 
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THE SECRETARY OF AQRICUtTURE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

soaso-oloo 


April 12,2002 


The Honorable Tom Haridn 
C3iaiiinan 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry 
73 1 Senate Hart Building 
Washington, D.C, 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Last month your Committee held a confirmation hearing on the nomination of Tom Dorr 
for Under Secretary for Rural Development and Nancy Bryson for General Counsel at the 
Department of Agriculture. We very much ^preciate the prompt action you took to 
confirm Nancy Bryson as General Counsel. However, we are disappointed that a vote 
was not taken on the confirmation of Mr. Don. 

Tom Dorr withstood the rigors of the Agriculture Committee hearing with grace and 
poise. He responded to the Committee quesdonnaire, met individually with Committee 
membffls, responded to ail quesdous posed during his fi.ve4jour hearing and fully 
responded to written questions submitted after the hearing. 

We appreciated your cooperation in allowing witnesses fiom Iowa, who have known 
Tom the longest and worked with him in a variety of projects, testify on his behalf. 

These witnesses eloquently described the man that President Bush and I want on our team 
atUSDA. 

President Bush nominated Mr. Dorr nearly one year ago. As with all of USDA’s mission 
areas, a key responsibility of the Rural Development Under Secretary is to guide 
development and implementation of the President’s policies and programs that are vital to 
rural citizens, communities and economics throughout Amaica. The Under Secretary 
for Rural Development is the lynchpin in enhancing federal-state-local partnerships to 
develop new initiatives, such as those involving Wo-energy and telecommunications, and 
in making the long-term commitments necessary to ensure sustained success of these new 
ventures. 
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Senator Tom Harkin -2- April 12, 2002 


I know how strongly you and other Committee members are committed to strengthening 
America’s rural development programs. It is important that this position be filled so 
strong leadership can be provided for initiatives that would spur growdi and development 
in rural communities throughout the nation. Tom Dorr should be given the opportunity to 
provide that stewardship and I urgp the Committee to act on his nomination. 

We predate the cooperative relationship we have wifli the Committee and look forward 
to continuing to work witii you on issues of importance to our nation’s agricultural 
producers, consumers and rural residents. 

Sincerely^ 

. 

Ann M. Veneman 
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April 15. 2005 


IMPACT SEVEN, INC. 

A WISCONSIN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

147LakeAlmenaDr.- Alniena,WI 54805- 715-357-3334- FAX 715-357-6233- e-mail: tapacl@impaclS9ven.org 

"This institution is an equal opportunity provider. " 


Senator Saxby Chambliss 
United States Senate 
Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

RE: Thomas C. Dorr 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 


Impact Seven, Inc. has a direct stake in improving economic opportunities for the 
rural residents of Wisconsin. We work with small, rural communities and target 
the very low and low income residents of Wisconsin. So that we can continue to 
serve these communities and residents, it is imperative that we have strong and 
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 


Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate 
for value added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family 
farmers and offered them an opportunity remain competitive. In addition, he has 
pushed the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in order 
to insure their full participation in USDA Rural Development programs. 


The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued 
funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr's vision at 
USDA Rural Development. We need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States 
Senate and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 


Sincerely, 

A'i ,7 



William Bay, President 


Recipient of Wisconsin's First New Markets Tax Credits 
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Sheldon Chamber & Development Corporation 
P.O. Box 276 
Sheldon, lA 51201 

Phone: 712-324-2813 Fax: 712-324- 4602 


^Sheldon 

A yeaily nice^plax^ 


Email Address: maaul@sheldoniowa.cQm 
Website: www-sheldoniowa.com 


04/21/05 

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Room 328 A 

Washington, DC 20510 


Dear Mr. Chambliss; 


The purpose of this letter is to express support for Thomas Dorr of Marcus, Iowa to be Under Secretary of 
Agriculture and to be a member of the Board of Directors of the Commodity Credit Corporation. 


Rural Development at the U.S.D.A. is a crucial partner for economic development efforts in Iowa and in 
Sheldon, Iowa in particular. The tools provided by the U.S.D.A. give areas such as ours the opportunity to 
thrive in a global economy. The community of Sheldon has a unique opportunity with a four lane 
expressway being completed in the fall of 2006. This corridor will bring much needed additional traffic to 
our area making Sheldon, Iowa a hub along the expressway. 


Mr. Dorr has always been a leader in our area and has contributed to the entire region for many years. He 
is and would make a great servant to the U.S.D.A. and really bring the rural point of view to the 
department. I encourage you to select Mr. Dorr for the position and thank you for your consideration. 


Sincerely 


Mark Gaul 
Executive Director 

Sheldon Chamber and Development Corporation 


cc. The Honorable Charles E. Grassley 
The Honorable Tom Harkin 
The Honorable Mike Johanns 


SHELDON CHAMBER & DEVF.LOPMENT CORPORATION 
Partners promoting quality, vision, and opportunity. 
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April 21, 2005 

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss, Chair 

Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee 

Russell Senate Office Building 

Room 328 A 

Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

This letter is in support of the nomination of Thomas C. Dorr of Marcus, Iowa to 
be Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural Development and to be a member of the 
Board of Directors of the Conunodity Credit Corporation. 

Mr. Dorr’s background as a farmer in Northwest Iowa includes serving on the 
Iowa Board of Regents, Director of the Com Growers, and member of the Board of the 
Federal Reserve of Chicago and this provides a solid base to serve as Under Secretary for 
Rural Development. 

During his leadership as Under Seeretary for Rural Development in 2002 we had 
tremendous progress in Rural Development in Northwest Iowa. It is very important for 
us in rural Iowa to have this progress continue, and strongly urge support for the 
nomination. 



The Honorable Charles E. Grassley 
The Honorable Tom Harkin 
The Honorable Mike Johanns 
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NCFC 

national council of farm€r cooperatives 


April 19, 2005 

The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chairman 

Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

I'he National Council of Farmer Cooperatives (NCFC) strongly supports for the nomination of 
Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary for Rural Development for the U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

NCFC is the national trade association representing America’s farmer cooperatives. There are 
nearly 3,000 farmer cooperatives across the U.S. whose members include a majority of our 
nation’s more than 2 million farmers. They exist for the mutual benefit of their farmer members 
and provide these members with increased opportunity to improve their income from the 
marketplace and compete more effectively in the global marketplace. Farmer cooperatives are 
also a major source of employment, accounting for nearly 300,000 full time and part time jobs. 

NCFC believes that Mr. Dorr has a strong background in agriculture and has a firm grasp on the 
issues facing farmers, their cooperatives, and rural America. His knowledge, leadership and 
creativity will allow him to be effective in carrying out the programs and policies designed to 
promote the economic well-being of rural America. 

Therefore, NCFC urges the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry and the full 
Senate to act to confirm Thomas Dorr as Under Secretary for Rural Development. 


Sincerelv. 



President & CEO 


so F STREET. NW • SUITE 900 • WASHINGTON. DC • 20001 • 202^26-8700 • fax. 202-626-8722 • Web 
Serving America's Farmer-Owner) Cooperadve Busnenes Since 1929 


• www.ndc.org 
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE 
LOUISIANA STATE CONFERENCE 

1755 Nicholson Drive Tel; (225) 334-7490 

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 Fax; (225) 334-7491 


ERNEST L. JOHNSON. SR., ESQ. 

President 

BY: FAX AND REGULAR MAIL 


May 21, 2005 


Honorable Mary L. Landrieu 
United States Senator 
724 Hart Senate Office Bidg. 

Washington, D. C. 20510 

RE: Mr. Thomas C. Dorr 

Confiimadou as Under Secretary of Rural Development 

Dear Senator Landrieu: 

As President of tire NAACP Louisiana State Conference, I have a direct stake in improving economic 
opportunities in Louisiana most of which is rural. Our organization work with farmers and small 
communities tluoughout the State of Louisiana every day and understand their needs and challenges. It is 
critical diat we have strong and creative leadership at the Department of Apiculture in tlie Rural 
Development Mission Aiea which is why I am strongly supporting Thomas C. Doit for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has tiie passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA's Rural 
Development effiorts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable agriculture that 
has benefited smdl family farmers and offered them an opportunity to remain competitive, in addition, he 
has push^ the Department to provide more creative outreach to minorities in older to insure their full 
particip^on in USDA Rural Development propams. We understand that in all situations, we all can do 
more. The minority and rural community suffer the most and thus, require the most. We believe that by 
supporting Mr. Dorr for the office will do more to improve the rural development outreach effort tlian to 
continue the objections to bis appomlmcnt. 

The confiiraation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital programs the peatest 
possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America 
needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development Our members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at 
USDA Rural Development Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in rtie United States Senate and we 
stronalv urge you to vote for bis couHrmation. 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Ernest L. Johnson 
President 

NAACP Louisiana State Conference 


THE LEGACY CONTiNUES... 
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NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF COLORED PEOPLE 
LOUISIANA STATE CONFERENCE 

1755 Nicholson Drive Tel: (225) 334-7490 

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70802 Fax: (225) 334-7491 


ERNEST L. JOHNSON, SR., ESQ. 

President 

BY: FAX AND REGULAR MAIL 


May 2 i, 2005 


Honorable David Vitter 
United St^es Senator 
5 16 Hart Senate Office Bldg. 

Washington, D. C. 20510 

RE: Mr. Thomas C. Dorr 

Confirmation as Under Secretary of Rural Development 

Dear Senator Vitter: 

As Presidcait of the NAACP Louisiana State Conference, I have a direct stake in improving economic 
opportunities in Louisiana most of which is rural. Our organization work with farmers and small 
coinmumties tluoughout the State of Louisiana every day and understand their needs and challenges. It is 
critical that we have strong and creative leader^ip at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural 
Development Mission Area which is why I am strongly supporting TTtomas C. Dorr for the position of Under 
Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Doit has proven tliat he lias the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead USDA*s Rural 
Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value added and sustainable agriculture that 
lias benefited small family farmers and offered tliem an opportunity to remain competitive, h addition, he 
has pushed the Department to provide more cre^ve outreach to minorities in order to insure their full 
participation in USDA Rural Development programs. We understand that in all situations, we all can do 
more. The minority and rural corainunity suffer tlie mo^ and Uius, require the most. We believe that by 
supporting Mr. Dorr for the office will do more to improve the rural development outreach effort than to 
continue the objections to liis appointment. 

The confinnation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leader^ip to help give these vital programs the greatest 
possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a very tiglit budget period. Rural America 
needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural Development. Our members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at 
USDA Rural Development Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in (he United States Senate and we 
strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Ernest L. Jolmson 
President 

NAACP Louisiana State Conference 


THE LEGACY CONTINUES... 
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May 4, 2005 


Hie Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
217 Russell Senate Office BuOding 
Washington, DC 20505 


Dear Senator Chambliss, 

The North Carolina Christinas Tree Association is made up of Christmas tree farmers 
in the Western Counties of North Carolina. It is critical that we have strong and creative 
leadership at the Department of Agriculture and particularly in the Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary 
for Rural Development 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to lead 
USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Doit has been a leading advocate for value 
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family fanners and offered 
them an opportunity to remain competitive. 

The confinnadon of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a 
veiy tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up and down vote in the United States Senate 
and we strondv urge v on to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 

Patricia B. Gaskin 

Chaiiperson/Legislative and Regulatoty Affairs 
North Carolina Christmas Tree Association 
PO Box 1937 
Boone, North Carolina 
Telephone: 336/372-4193 

577-3 GEORGE WILSON ROAD • P.O. BOX 1937 • BOONE, NORTH CAROLINA 28607 

• 1-.fln/l-<U59-a-7aO • CAV /0003 '>*SC •uren 
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E. THURMAN GASKILL 
STATE SENATOR 
Assistant Majority Leader 
Sixth District 

Cerro Gordo, Franklin, Hancock, 
Winnebago and Worth Counties 
Statehouse: (515) 281-3371 
thunTian.gaskill@legis.siale.ia.us 


HOME ADDRESS 
1320 Birch Avenue 
Corwith, Iowa 50430 
Ph: (515) 583-2449 
Fax: (515) 583-2547 
gaski)ltg@cotnm!net,net 



Senate 

State of Iowa 

Eighty-first General Assembly 
STATEHOUSE 
Des Moines, Iowa 503 19 

May 12,2005 


REPUBLICAN ASSISTANT LEADER 

COMMITTEES 

Agriculture 
Appropriations 
Human Resources 
Natural Resources & Environment 
Agriculture & Natural Resources 
Appropriation Subcommittee, Co-chair 


The Honorable Senator S^by Chambliss 
Chairman, Senate Agriculture Committee 
416 Ri^sell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss, 

It is my imderstanding that consideration of Tom Dorr for the position of Undersecretary 
of Agriculture for Rural Development is to soon come before the Senate Agriculture 
Committee. In your position as Chairman of that Committee, I would strongly urge you 
to support Tom’s confirmation in a timely vote. 

I have known Tom over a period of 30 years as an innovative leader in many different 
arenas. He has a diverse background with experience as a family farmer, an agricultural 
leader in the state, a member of the Iowa Board of Regents, and as a board member of the 
Federal Reserve Bank in Chicago. I have worked with Tom in leadership positions in 
improving agriculture in both state and federal government projects. 1 have found him to 
be an intellectual and a visionary in projecting toward the future. He has worked with 
state and federal govermnent on agricultural and trade policies for the United States, but 
also has a strong understanding of world agriculture. Tom has demonstrated that he has 
the knowledge, skills and ability to accomplish significant change, and move rural 
America in the right direction. 

I feel that Tom Dorr would be a strong asset to the position, and 1 urge you to support his 
confirmation. 


Sincerely, 

Senator E. Thurman Gaskill 
Senate Republican Assistant Leader 
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Dirk Kempthorne 

GOVERNOR 


May 5, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
United States Senate 
416 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

I would like to express my support for the nomination of Tom Dorr to the position of 
Under Secretary for Rural Development, United States Department of Agriculture. 

I first met Mr, Dorr several years ago when he presented a check to the Idaho Rural 
Partnership. During that visit, Mr. Dorr spent the day meeting with many of our rural 
Idahoans. 

I understand that Mr, Dorr comes from a rural background, which gives him an enhanced 
understanding of the challenges facing rural communities throughout this great nation. 

As a rural state, we would be pleased to have someone with his level of expertise and 
experience serve in this important capacity. 

I appreciate the opportunity to recommend Mr. Dorr and 1 encourage you to give him 
your full consideration. 



Governor 


DK:pn 


State Capitol • Boise, Idaho 83720 • (208) 334-2100 
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TELEPHONE 

334-834-3006 


Home Builders Association of Alabama 

7515 HALCYON ^MMTT OR. - SUITE 2(» 

RO. BOX 241305 

Montgomery, Alabama 36124-1305 ,.800-745-4222 

FAX 334-834-5330 


May 10, 2005 


Honorable Richard Shelby 
United States Senate 
1 10 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Shelby: 

Please include the Home Builders Association of Alabama as one of many voices 
supporting the nomination of Tom Dorr for USDA Under Secretary for Rural 
Development. We are confident that his experience and dedication to rural America 
make him an ideal candidate for that position. 

Tom Dorr has demonstrated his unyielding commitment to rural housing tlirough 
programs and directives too numerous to list here and do justice to his exemplary record. 
The HBAA has watched as Tom Dorr has led rural housing in new and exciting 
directions. It is with great pleasure that the HBAA endorses Tom Dorr’s nomination. 

We are keenly aware of the seemingly tumultuous confirmation process that a number of 
nominees have gone through, including Tom Doit. We believe that he deserves an up or 
down vote in the United States Senate. We respectfully ask that you do all in your power 
to see that a vote takes place. We also urge you to support this proven leader to the post 
of USDA Under Secretai'y for Rural Development. 


Sincerely, 



Russell Davis 
Executive Vice-President 


cc: ‘^hainnan Saxby Chambliss 
Secretary Mike Jolianns 
Steve Pelham 
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Home Builders Association of Aiabama 

7515 HALCYON ajMMIT DR. - SUlXe 200 
P.O.BOX 241305 

TEitPHOHE Montgomery, Alabama 35124- 1305 w state i.«oo-7«j!22 

334-834-3006 FAX 334-834-5380 


May 10, 2005 


Honorable Jeff Sessions 
United States Senate 
335 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Sessions: 

Please include the Home Builders Association of Alabama as one of many voices 
supporting the nomination of Tom Dorr for USDA Under Secretary for Rural 
Development. We are confident that his experience and dedication to rural America 
make him an ideal candidate for that position. 

Tom Dorr has demonstrated his unyielding commitment to rural housing through 
programs and directives too numerous to list here and do justice to his exemplary record. 
The HBAA has watched as Tom Dorr has led rural housing in new and exciting 
directions. It is with great pleasure that the HBAA endorses Tom Dorr’s nomination. 

We are keenly aware of the seemingly tumultuous confirmation process that a number of 
nominees have gone through, including Tom Dorr. We believe that he deserves an up or 
down vote in the United States Senate. Wc re.spectfuily ask that you do all in your power 
to see that a vote takes place. We also urge you to support this proven leader to the post 
of USDA Under Secretaiy for Rural Development. 

Sincerely, 

\ 

I^ussell Davis 
Executive Vice-President 


cc: i-^hairman Saxby Chambliss 
Secretary Mike Johanns 
Steve Pelham 



347 


Morti .^e Bankers Association. 

OF ALABAMA, INC. 



Nray25„2005 


Offke Box 230425 
Montgomery AL 36123 
inba@slatenlaw, com 


(334) 260-8197 
Fax: (334) 396-8880 
internet: wvw.mbaal-org 


Senator Jeff Sessions 
1 10 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Sessions: 

We work with purchasers of homes and land in rural communities and understand 
their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the 
Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support 
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value 
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered 
them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to 
provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in 
USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these 
vital pro^^s the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding 
in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural 
Development. Our members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate 
and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 

Barbara Brown 

„ _ , President, MBAA 


CC Secretary Mike Johanns 

Chairman Saxby Chambliss 
Steve Pelham 
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Marti .^e Bankers Associatian. 

OF ALABAMA, INC. 



May 25, 2005 


Post Office Box 230425 
Montgomery AL 36123 
mba@slatenlaw.com 


(334) 260-H197 
Fax; (334) 396-8880 
Internet; www.mbaal.org 


Senator Jeff Sessions 
1 1 0 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Dear Senator Sessions; 

We work with purchasers of homes and land in rural communities and understand 
their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the 
Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support 
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value 
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered 
them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to 
provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in 
USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these 
vital programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding 
in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural 
Development. Our members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate 
and we strongly ur 2 e you to vote for his confirmation. 

Sincerely, 

Barbara Brovm 

President, MBAA 


CC Secretary Mike Johanns 

Chairman Saxby Chambliss 
Steve Pelham 
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Mortg?^ Bankers Associatian. 

OF ALABAMA, INC. 



Post Office Box 230425 
Montgomery AL 36123 
inb3@slateniaw,com 


May 25, 2005 


(334) 260-8197 
Fax; (334) 396-8880 
Internet; wv.’w.rabaal.org 


Senator Richard Shelby 
1 10 Hart Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510 


Dear Senator Shelby: 


We work with purchasers of homes land in rural communities and understand 
their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and creative leadership at the 
Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development Mission Area. We strongly support 
Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience necessary to 
lead USDA’s Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value 
added and sustainable agriculture that has benefited small family farmers and offered 
them an opportunity to remain competitive. In addition, he has pushed the Department to 
provide more creative outreach to minorities in order to insure their full participation in 
USDA Rural Development programs. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give these 
vital programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding 
in a very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural 
Development. Our members need Tom Dorr’s leadership at USDA Rural 
Development. Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate 
and we strongly urge you to vote for his confirmation. 


Sincerely, 




Barbara Brown 
President, MBAA 


CC Secretary Mike Johanns 

Chairman Saxby Chambliss 
Steve Pelham 
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From: Bonnie Hofioman To: Senator Saxby Chambliss 


Dais: 4/27/M05 Time: 6:37:20 PM 


Page 2 of 2 





3906 Wake Forest Rd., Ste. 102, Raleigh, NC 27609 
Phone: 919.790-7099 - Fax: 919.877.0940 


April 27, 2005 

The Honorable Saxby Charnbliss 
Conroittee on Agriculture Chairman 
United States Senate 
C2 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

We work with farmers and small conanunities every day and understand 
their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong and 
creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural 
Development Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the 
position of Under Secretary for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience 
necessary to lead USDA's Rural Development efforts. Mr. Dorr has been a 
leading advocate for value added and sustainable agriculture that has 
benefited small family fantiers and offered them an opportunity to remain 
competitive. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr will provide strong leadership to help give 
these vital programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure 
their continued funding in a very tight budget period. Rural America 
needs Tom Dorr's vision at USDA Rtiral Development, Tcm Dorr deserves an 
up or down vote in the United States Senate and we strongly urge you to 
vote for his ccmf irmation . 

Sincerely, 


Gloria Richardson 
President 
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N o RTH -Caro l inA- ■ C o xxoi^ffep djjx: ers_ -Asso GiATIO.N 

: 


103 Triangle Court ( PO'^ox 656 
Teleph’on' 



ORTH Carolina 27856-0656 
2) -459-7396 




April 27, 2005 


Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Chamblis, 


The NC Cotton Producer Association work with cotton farmers and small communities 
every day and understand their needs and challenges. It is critical that we have strong 
and creative leadership at the Department of Agriculture in the Rural Development 
Mission Area. We strongly support Thomas C. Dorr for the position of Under Secretary 
for Rural Development. 

Mr. Dorr has proven that he has the passion, skill and experience neeessaiy to lead 
USDA’s Rural Development efforts, Mr. Dorr has been a leading advocate for value 

added and sustainable ag-ieul turc that has benefit e d s mall family former s and offered 

them an opportunity to remain competitive. 

The confirmation of Mr. Dorr vrill provide strong leadership to help give these vital 
programs the greatest possibility of success and help insure their continued funding in a 
very tight budget period. Rural America needs Tom Dorr’s vision at USDA Rural 
Development Tom Dorr deserves an up or down vote in the United States Senate 
and we stronalv urge you to vote for his confirmation. 


Sincerely, 


Billy C^er 

Executive Vice President 


CC/ Taylor Slade 


Taylor Slade 
President 
WiLLIAMSTON 


David Dunlow 
Vice-President 
Gaston 


Jay Bris'n 
Secretary 
Belhaven 


Rick Holder Billy Carter 

Treasurer Exec. Vice-President 

Kinston Nashville 

04/28/2005 09:32AM 
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THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 
ao 26 o*otoe 


April 12, 2002 


Hie Honorable Tom Haridn 
Chairman 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry 
731 Senate Hart Building 
Washington, D.C 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Last month your Committee held a confinnation hearing on the nomination of Tom Doit 
for Under Secretary for Rural Development and Nancy Bryson for General Counsel at the 
Department of Agriculture. We very much t^preciate the prompt action you took to 
confirm Nancy Bryson as General Counsel. However, we are disappointed that a vote 
was not taken on the confirmation of Mr. Dorr. 

Tom Doit withstood the rigors of the Agriculture Committee hearing with grace and 
poise. He responded to the Committee questionnaire, met individually with Committee 
members, responded to all questions posed during his five-hour hearing and fully 
responded to written questions submitted after the hearing. 

We appreciated your cooperation in allowing wimesses from Iowa, who have known 
Tom the longest and worked with him in a variety of projects, testify on his behalf. 

These witnesses eloquently described the man that President Bush and I want on our team 
atUSDA. 

President Bush nominated Mr. Dorr nearly one year ago. As with all of USDA’s mission 
areas, a key responsibility of the Rural Development Under Secretary is to guide 
development and implementation of the President’s policies and programs that are vital to 
rural citizens, communities and economies throughout America. The Under Secretary 
for Rural Development is the lynchpin in enhancing federal-state-local paitnerships to 
develop new initiatives, such as those involving bio-energy and telecommunications, and 
in making the long-term commitments necessary to ensure sustained success of these new 
ventures. 
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Senator Tom Harkin 


- 2 - 


Aptil 12, 2002 


I know how strongly you and odier Committee members are committed to strengthening 
America’s rural development programs. It is important that tins position be filled so 
strong leadership can be provided for initiatives that would spur growth and development 
in rural communities throughout the nation. Tom Don should be given the opportunity to 
provide that stewardship and I urge the Committee to act on his nomination. 

We appreciate the cooperative relationship we have with the Committee and look forward 
to continuing to work witti you on issues of importance to our nation’s agricultural 
producers, consumers and rural residents. 


Sincerely, 



Ann M. Veneman 
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National Family Farm Coalition 


no Maryland Avenue, NE, Suite 307 • Washington, DC 20002, 


(202) 543-5675 * Fax: (202) 543-0978 • Email; nffc@nffc.net 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Chair 

Senate Agriculture Committee 
Washington D.C. 20510 

April 26, 2005 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

On the eve of the Senate Agriculture Hearing on the nomination of Thomas Dorr to be 
the Undersecretary for Rural Development at the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
(USDA), the National Family Farm Coalition writes to strongly oppose his nomination. 

Since June 2001 , the National Family Farm Coalition has protested Thomas Dorr's 
support of corporate agriculture, his insensitive remarks on ethnic and religious diversity, 
and his violation of farm program payment limitations. Due to widespread grassroots and 
Senate opposition, the Doit nomination was stalled in 2002, and again in 2003. 

After Mr. Dorr’s nomination attempts failed, President Bush disregarded the will of the 
Senate and named him a special USDA advisor receiving a salary of $141,000. Mr. Dorr 
has done nothing during his tenure at the USDA that changes our opposition. In fact, the 
FY 2006 budget submitted to the Congress in February 2005 reflects a dismantling of the 
USDA Rural Development discretionary programs proposing to slash them by over 35% 
and transfer these functions to the Department of Commerce. 

We fear that President Bush's re-nomination of Thomas Dorr demonstrates his 
Administration’s short-sighted vision for rural development. It signals to hard working 
family farmers that only huge corporate farms will be supported by USDA policies and 
programs. 

Because recent farm programs have severely diminished farm income from marketing 
receipts, we believe USDA should place much-needed resources in the development of 
rural communities and support a family farm system of agriculture that promotes food 
security. There is a critical shortage of resources for family farmers and rural 
communities. 


recycled paper 
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The USDA Department of Rural Development should: 


1 . Increase support for value added grants for processing and packaging of agricultural 
products to limited resource farmers and their cooperatives. 

2. Increase the access to and the amount of funding for the affordable rural housing 
program. 

3. Appoint more minority farmers to various boards, committees and other positions 
within the USDA. 


4. Allocate more resources for community-based development. 

5. Assist in developing marketing opportunities for small and limited resource farmers, 
including farmers markets, WIC coupons, re-pack operations, brokerages and others. 


6. Make rural loans and grants to small cooperatives, towns and rural communities for 
programs, community facilities and development projects. 

7. Demand full funding for renewable energy on-farm initiatives. 

On behalf of family farmers, we feel it is not in our nation’s best interest to have an 
Undersecretary for Rural Development who has admitted misuse of U.S. government 
programs, antagonized those he would be charged to serve, and envisions a structure of 
agriculture that would further depopulate our rural communities. 


We urge the Senate Agriculture Committee to reject the nomination of Thomas Dorr to 
this important position. 


Sincerely, 



GeorgelNaylor 
President, National Family Farm Coalition 


Cc: Senate Agriculture Committee 
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ASSOCIATION RO. Bojt 1623 Bloomington, IL61702-1623 Pit. (309) 557-3257 FAX (309) 827-0916 

May 12. 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 

Chainnan, Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition & Forestry 
United States Senate 
Washington, DC. 20510-1007 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

I am writing you in support of Tom Dorr of Marcus, Iowa as the Under Secretary for 
Rural Development at the US Department of Agriculture. Mr. Dorr’s nomination is 
currently before your committee and I implore an expedient confirmation process for the 
sake of rural America. 

Mr. Dorr’s nomination has previously been before your committee; however, a 
confirmation vote on the Senate floor was later blocked. USDA’s Rural Development is 
tasked with providing many services to the American people. Without Senate-oonfirmed 
leadership in this area, opportunities to develop future and currently available services are 
passing rural America by. Your commitment to rural America underscores the urgency 
of this confirmation. 

As a successful family farmer in Iowa, Mr. Dorr brings a wealth of invaluable experience 
and knowledge to the USD A. As a former member of the Chicago Federal Reserve 
Bank’s Board of Directors, Mr. Dorr possesses the appropriate and needed banking 
expertise to oversee the USDA’s $80 billion in outstanding loans to rural communities. 
Mr. Dorr has demonstrated his leadership and vision during his time at USDA. Mr. 

Dorr’s intelligence, character, and vision will be an untold asset to America’s rural 
communities. 

I urge your immediate attention and support for this confirmation. Thank you for your 
attention and concern on this critical matter. 


Sincerely, 



Roger Sy, President 

cc: Senator Richard Durbin 

Senator Barack Obama 


PRINTED WITH CORN-BASED INK ON RECVCLED PAPER 


05/12/2005 03:55PM 
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NORTH CAROLINA 

SOYBEAN 

PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION, INC. 
April 25, 2005 


The Honorable Saxby Chambliss 
Committee on Agriculture Chairman 
United States Senate 
416 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Chambliss: 

As an organization of family farmers, the North Carolina Soybean Producers 
Association and its farmer supporters need the United States Senate to confirm Thomas 
C. Dorr as USDA Under Secretary for Rural Development, 

I have known Tom Dorr for nearly ten years through our connections as members of 
Farm Foundation’s Bennett Agricultural Round Table. I know him to be a person of high 
intellect, high ability and high integrity. Through his “hands-on” experience as a 
working farmer, Tom Dorr has the background and know-how necessary to advance 
programs so vital to farm and non-farm rural citizens of our nation. His life’s 
experiences have prepared him with all the vital skills necessary to lead this most 
important program at USDA. 

As a leader of my state’s soybean commodity organization I recognize the importance 
of Tom Dorr’s efforts to develop value-added cooperative marketing programs that will 
help farmers retain more of the profitability of their farming enterprises, and help them 
survive in the highly competitive world markets that we currently face. 

We strongly urge you to use all your influence to see that Thomas C. Dorr is 
expeditiously confirmed as USDA Under Secretary of Agriculture for Rural 
Development so he can move the many programs forward that are so vital to all rural 
citizens. 

/■ Sin^ely yours, 

^ lames F. Wilder 
Executive Vice President 

JFWilgr 


211 Six Forks Road, Suite 1 02, Raleigh, North Carolina 27609, Phone: 919-839-5700, Fax; 919-839-5775 
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Farm payment scenario 



Target 

Loan 

Max. def. 

Act. Def. 


price 

rate 

payment 

payment 

1989 

$2.84 

$2.06 

$66,905 

$49,750 

1990 

$2.75 

$1.96 

$48,795 

$31,500 

1991 

$2.75 

$1.89 

$58,731 

$28,000 

1992 

$2.75 

$2.01 

$49,671 

$49,000 

1993 

$2.75 

$1.99 

$43,428 

$16,000 

1994 

$2.75 

$1.99 

$43,333 

$32,500 



QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 

April 27, 2005 


( 359 ) 
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN 
THOMAS C. DORR 

Question: In a letter dated May 8, 1996, you were informed that your farming operation, 
Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm, Co., had been selected for a 1995 farm program payment 
limitation and payment eligibility end-of-year review. You were informed that the 
fanning operation would be reviewed to determine whether the farming operation was 
carried out in 1995 as represented on the CCC-502, Farm Operating Plan for Payment 
Eligibility Review. You were asked to provide documents and information and were 
further informed that if you failed to provide the requested information within 30 days of 
the date of the letter that you would be determined not “actively engaged in farming for 
the 1995 crop year.” In a letter dated June 1, 1996, you requested a 30-day extension of 
the initial deadline, citing weather and family concerns. In a letter dated June 7, 1996, 
Michael W. Houston the County Executive Director informed you that the Cherokee 
County Committee approved your request to July 8, 1996 to provide additional 
information requested by the End of Year Review Committee. The only further 
information available with regard to this end-of-year review is a handwritten notation in 
the file that reads: “Rec’d phone call from T. Dorr on 8-3-96 at home. Dorr plans on 
completing requested info., but needs more time. MWH” Please explain in detail what 
information and documentation you provided the county committee in response to this 
formal request, when you provided the requested information, and how this matter was 
resolved. If it was not resolved, why did you not provide the requested information to the 
Farm Service Agency? 


RESPONSE: Minority Counsel raised this issue during a meeting with Senate 
Agriculture Committee staff on April 19, 2005. Prior to that meeting, I had no 
recollection of the FSA request or of the subsequent communication with the Cherokee 
County FSA Office, which you referenced in your question. 1 do not recall whether or 
not I provided additional information to FSA in this matter. If the requested information 
was not provided to FSA, it was an oversight on my part. I have no knowledge as to why 
FSA did not follow up. 
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN 
THOMAS C. DORR 

Question: 1) Please list all entities and individuals for which you had signing authority 
for documents at the Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Service office for the 
crop years 1988, 1989, 1990, 1991 and 1992. 2) For each entity or individual identified 
in question 1, please indicate whether the entity or individual was listed on the Farm 
Operating Plan for Payment Limitation Review (CCC-502C) for Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm 
Co. 3) For each entity or individual identified in question 2 as not listed on the CCC- 
502C, please indicate whether Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Co. provided custom farming 
services for the entity or individual. 4) For each custom farming arrangement identified 
in question 3 above, state the custom farming services provided and the fees paid to 
Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Co. in total and on a per acre basis. 


RESPONSE: The information and documents requested are from 13 to 17 years old. 

The FSA did not require us to keep records for extended periods of time, and our office 
had limited storage capacity. It was our standard practice to remove old information and 
free up additional space. The records for 1988 through 1992 would have been removed 
during that routine process. 

Also, it is my understanding that you asked Secretary Veneman to conduct a review of 
the records for 1988 through 1992. Based upon your request, Secretary Veneman 
directed the Iowa State FSA Office to conduct a thorough review of the available records 
for the years in question. Secretary Veneman provided you with a copy of the FSA 
report on June 27, 2002. 
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN 
THOMAS C. DORR 


Question; In item 3 of the Financial Data and Conflict of Interest (Public) that you 
submitted to the Committee, you indicate that “Dorr Inc, is a family farm corporation 
founded in the late 1940’s. I own 12% of the stock.” However, in your letter dated April 
25, 2005, to Mr, John C. Surina, you state, “Dorr, Inc, is a family corporation, in which I 
have a 10% ownership interest.” and on the Public Financial Disclosure Report (SF278) 
dated March 17, 2005, page 1 1, item 3 you indicate a 9.5% interest in Dorr, Inc. No 
person may receive farm program payments from more than three entities in which the 
person holds substantial beneficial interest, generally 10 percent or more. For the years 
that you received farm program benefits through Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Co. and the 
Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust, did you also receive benefits through Dorr, 
Inc.? If so, did you hold a substantial beneficial interest in Dorr, Inc. at that time? If you 
did hold a substantial beneficial interest in Dorr, Inc. at the same time that you received 
farm program benefits through Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Co. and the Melvin G. Dorr 
Irrevocable Family Trust, did you receive federal farm program benefits through any 
other entity in which you held a substantial beneficial interest? 


RESPONSE: During the years I received farm program benefits through Dorr’s Pine 
Grove Farm Company and the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust, I did receive 
benefits through Dorr Inc. 

Until January 24, 2005, my equity position in Dorr Inc., did not exceed 9.53-percent. On 
or about January 24, 2005, Dorr Inc., at the request of one shareholder, repurchased that 
shareholder’s outstanding stock. The effect of this was to increase my equity position in 
Dorr, Inc., to 10.12-percent in January 2005. 

I did not hold a “substantial beneficial interest” in Dorr Inc., during any time that I 
received program benefits as a beneficiary or stockholder through the Melvin G. Don- 
Irrevocable Family Trust, Dorr’s Pine Grove Farm Company or personally. 

I received no benefits at any time through any other entity. 
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN 
THOMAS C. DORR 


Question: In your letter dated April 25, 2005, to Mr. John C. Surina, you state that the 
Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust owns 288 acres of farmland in Iowa which is 
currently leased on a fixed payment cash lease. What was the farming arrangement for 
this land in 2002, 2003 and 2004? On the Public Financial Disclosure Report (SF278) 
dated March 17, 2005, page 8, item 2, you indicate rental income of $15,000 to $50,000. 
On the Public Financial Disclosure Report (SF278) dated April 1, 2004, page 8, item 6, 
you indicate rental income of $50,001 to $100,000. Please explain fully the reason for 
the discrepancy between these two amounts. 


RESPONSE: The agricultural land of the Melvin G. Dorr Irrevocable Family Trust was 
cash rented to a non-family member tenant for crop years 2002, 2003, and 2004. 

The SF278 dated April 1, 2004, was marked in error. It should have been marked 
“$1 5,001 - $50,000”. I have reported this mistake to the USDA Office of Ethics, and I 
will take appropriate action to correct the SF278. 
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN 
THOMAS C. DORR 


Question: In your letter dated April 25, 2005, to Mr. John C. Surina, you state that the 
family-owned lands held jointly by the Melvin G. Dorr Residual Trust and the Margaret 
L. Dorr Qualified Terminable Interest Property Marital Deduction Trust is custom farmed 
by an operating entity. Do these trusts participate in federal farm programs? Does any 
person who has more than a 20-percent interest in the entity performing the custom 
fanning also have any interest directly or indirectly in the crop on the farm by taking any 
risk in the production of the crop, sharing in the proceeds of the crop, or in the land as a 
landowner, trustee, manager, tenant, sharecropper, or in any other similar capacity? Is 
the compensation for the custom farming paid at a unit of work rate customary in the 
area? Is the compensation in no way dependent upon the amount of the crop produced? 


RESPONSE: The family-owned lands, held jointly by the Melvin G. Dorr Residual Trust 
and the Margaret L. Dorr Qualified Terminable Interest Property Marital Deduction 
Trust, do participate in farm programs. 

No person who has more than a 20-percent interest in the entity performing the custom 
farming has an interest, directly or indirectly, in the crop on the farm by taking any risk in 
the production of the crop or sharing in the proceeds of the crop. No person who has 
more than a 20-percent interest in the entity performing the custom farming has an 
interest, directly or indirectly, in the land as a landowner, trustee, manager, tenant, 
sharecropper, or in any other similar capacity. 

The compensation for the custom farming is paid at a unit of work rate customary in the 
area. 

The compensation is not dependent upon the amount of the crop produced. 
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QUESTIONS SUBMITTED BY SENATOR HARKIN 
THOMAS C. DORR 


Question: How many senior employees within Rural Development changed positions or 
left the U.S. Department of Agriculture in each year from 1999 through 2004? Please 
complete the following table for USDA Rural Development. 


Year 

Senior GS Employees 
above Grade 1 5 

SES Employees 

Political Employees 


Reassigned 

Left USDA 

Reassi,gned 

Left USDA 

Reassigned 

Left USDA 

1999 







2000 







2001 







2002 







2003 







2004 








RESPONSE: I have a great deal of admiration for the experience, attitude and leadership 
skills of the workforce at USDA Rural Development. In my current capacity, I do not 
handle personnel issues, and 1 am not aware of the information requested. If confirmed, I 
should be able to provide the information, relative to the Rural Development Mission 
Area. 


Question; How many senior employees within the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
changed positions or left the USDA in each year from 1999 through 2004? Please 
complete the following table for USDA. 


Year 

Senior GS Employees 
above Grade 15 

SES Employees 

Political Employees 


Reassigned 

Left USDA 

Reassigned 

Left USDA 

Reassigned 

Left USDA 

1999 







2000 







2001 







2002 







2003 







2004 








RESPONSE: In ray current capacity, I do not handle personnel issues, and I am not 
aware of the information requested. If confirmed, I should be able to provide the 
information, relative to the Rural Development Mission Area. 
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SENATOR COLEMAN’S QUESTIONS FOR MR. TOM DORR: 

1 . Mr. Dorr, I know from first hand experience that you are a strong friend of renewable 
fuels. As you know there was a provision in the FY04 and FY05 Agriculture 
Appropriations Bills directing the Secretary of Agriculture to use the resources of the 
Department for education and infrastructure promotion to expand the availability of bio- 
based fuels, including E-85 capable vehicle technologies, in Minnesota and other states. I 
understand the National Ethanol Vehicle Coalition submitted a funding proposal to 
provide infrastructure development projects in Minnesota, Ohio, and other states. Mr. 
Dorr, would you work with me on implementing this provision of law to get this 
worthwhile effort up and running? 


RESPONSE: I appreciate the need to begin deploying unique infrastructure to develop 
greater utilization of bio-based fuels. If confirmed, I intend to work with you to facilitate 
the implementation of all aspects of the law pertaining to rural economic development 
opportunities, including utilization of bio-based fuels. 
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2. Mr. Dorr, we have a situation in rural America where critical infrastructure needs are 
growing while federal budgets are getting tighter. A report by the American Society of 
Civil Engineers released last month assessed the four year trend in the condition of 12 
categories of infrastructure. Of all infraslruoture graded, water and wastewater facilities 
scored the lowest at a D-. The Environmental Protection Agency, municipal utilities, and 
the Congressional Budget Office agree, estimating that communities will need anywhere 
from S300 billion to $ 1 trillion over the next 20 years to repair, replace, or upgrade 
drinking water and wastewater facilities. Clearly, rural communities cannot grow 
economically and create good jobs that will keep people living, working, and raising their 
families in a community unless it has basic infrastructure, like w'ater and waste, hospitals, 
police and fire, high speed internet access, affordable housing, and the like. Senators 
Pryor, DeWine, and Graham and I have been working on a way to leverage a relatively 
small amount of federal resources into a much larger fund to help build rural 
infrastructure through bonding. As we try to bridge the gap between federal resources 
and critical infrastructure needs, will you work with us on this effort? 


RESPONSE: I agree with your observation that quality infrastructure, high-speed 
telecommunications, affordable housing and quality jobs are essential to the economic 
vitality of rural communities. I look forward to working with you, the Administration, 
and other Members of Congress to address these challenges and improve the quality of 
life in rural America. 


o 



